A remote, acceptance-based intervention for weight regain after bariatric surgery by Bradley, Lauren Elizabeth
  
 
A Remote, Acceptance-Based Intervention for Weight Regain After  
Bariatric Surgery 
 
A Dissertation  
Submitted to the Faculty 
of 
Drexel University 
by 
Lauren Elizabeth Bradley 
in partial fulfillment of the 
requirements for the degree 
of 
Doctorate of Philosophy in Clinical Psychology 
May 2015 
  
         ii 
 
© Copyright 2015 
Lauren E. Bradley. All Rights Reserved.  
  
         iii 
Acknowledgements 
 
Thank you to my advisor, Evan Forman, for his continued support and guidance 
throughout the development and execution of this project. Thank you also to the 
remaining members of my committee, James Herbert, Meghan Butryn, David Sarwer, 
and Graham Thomas for their helpful feedback and support. Thank you to the bariatric 
surgery program at the University of Pennsylvania for assisting in the recruitment of 
participants. Lastly, thank you to Stephanie Kerrigan and Stephanie Goldstein for their 
reliable support on this project. 
  
 iv 
Table of Contents 
List	  of	  Tables	  .........................................................................................................................................	  vi	  
List	  of	  Figures	  ......................................................................................................................................	  vii	  
Abstract	  ................................................................................................................................................	  viii	  
CHAPTER	  1:	  INTRODUCTION	  ............................................................................................................	  1	  1.1	   Nonsurgical	  Weight	  Loss	  Interventions	  ...............................................................................	  1	  1.2	   Surgical	  Treatment	  of	  Obesity	  ................................................................................................	  3	  1.2.1	  Short-­‐Term	  Efficacy	  of	  Weight	  Loss	  Surgery	  ...........................................................................	  4	  1.2.2	  Postoperative	  Weight	  Regain	  and	  Its	  Health	  Implications	  .................................................	  5	  1.2.3	  Factors	  Implicated	  in	  Weight	  Regain	  Following	  Bariatric	  Surgery	  ................................	  6	  1.2.4	  Efficacy	  of	  Interventions	  Designed	  to	  Improve	  Postoperative	  Weight	  Control	  ........	  9	  1.3	  Role	  for	  Acceptance-­‐Based	  Treatments	  ................................................................................	  10	  1.4	  Challenges	  in	  Delivering	  Treatment	  and	  Role	  for	  Remote	  Treatments	  ..........................	  14	  1.5	  Summary	  of	  Supporting	  Literature	  ........................................................................................	  16	  1.6	  Current	  Study	  ..............................................................................................................................	  17	  1.6.1	  Aims	  and	  Hypotheses	  ......................................................................................................................	  17	  
CHAPTER	  2:	  METHODS	  .....................................................................................................................	  20	  2.1	  Participants	  .................................................................................................................................	  20	  2.1.1	  Recruitment	  .........................................................................................................................................	  21	  2.2	  Treatment	  Development	  ..........................................................................................................	  21	  2.2.1	  Intervention	  .........................................................................................................................................	  22	  2.2.2	  Special	  considerations	  for	  developing	  an	  Internet-­‐based	  treatment.	  ........................	  24	  2.3	  Procedures	  ...................................................................................................................................	  25	  2.3	  Measures	  ......................................................................................................................................	  26	  2.4	  Data	  Analysis	  ...............................................................................................................................	  30	  2.4.1	  Statistical	  Analyses	  ...........................................................................................................................	  30	  2.4.2	  Power	  Analysis	  ...................................................................................................................................	  32	  2.5	  Ethical	  Issues	  ..............................................................................................................................	  32	  2.7	  Alternative	  Designs	  Considered	  ..............................................................................................	  33	  
CHAPTER	  3:	  RESULTS	  .......................................................................................................................	  34	  3.1	  Aim	  1:	  Treatment	  Development,	  Feasibility,	  and	  Acceptability	  .......................................	  34	  3.1.1	  Intervention	  Recruitment	  and	  Enrollment	  ............................................................................	  34	  3.1.2	  Intervention	  Participant	  Characteristics	  .................................................................................	  34	  3.1.3	  Program	  Implementation	  and	  Iteration	  ..................................................................................	  34	  3.1.4	  Additional	  User	  Data	  ........................................................................................................................	  36	  3.1.5	  Feasibility	  and	  Acceptability	  ........................................................................................................	  36	  3.1.6	  Technological	  Interruption	  ...........................................................................................................	  37	  3.1.7	  Treatment	  Utilization	  ......................................................................................................................	  37	  3.2	  Aim	  2:	  Preliminary	  Effectiveness	  ............................................................................................	  38	  3.2.1	  Weight	  Outcomes	  ..............................................................................................................................	  38	  3.2.2	  Process	  Variable	  Outcomes	  ...........................................................................................................	  39	  3.2.3.	  Exploratory	  Analyses	  ......................................................................................................................	  40	  
CHAPTER	  4:	  DISCUSSION	  .................................................................................................................	  41	  
 v 
4.1	  Feasibility	  and	  Acceptability	  of	  the	  Remotely-­‐Delivered	  Acceptance-­‐Based	  Behavioral	  Intervention	  .......................................................................................................................................	  41	  4.2	  Preliminary	  Effectiveness	  ........................................................................................................	  44	  4.3	  Possible	  Mechanisms	  of	  Action	  ...............................................................................................	  46	  4.5	  User	  Feedback	  and	  Treatment	  Refinement	  ..........................................................................	  46	  4.5	  Implications	  for	  Patient	  Selection	  ..........................................................................................	  48	  4.6	  Limitations	  ..................................................................................................................................	  49	  4.7	  Future	  Directions	  .......................................................................................................................	  50	  4.8	  Conclusions	  .................................................................................................................................	  50	  
References	  ............................................................................................................................................	  52	  
APPENDIX	  A:	  Tables	  and	  Figures	  ..................................................................................................	  64	  
APPENDIX	  B:	  Study	  Measures	  ........................................................................................................	  92	  
VITA	  .....................................................................................................................................................	  113	  
 
 
 
 
 
  
 vi 
List of Tables 
 
1. Summary of Post-Surgery Intervention Outcomes ..................................................... 64 
2. Outline of Module Content ......................................................................................... 68 
3. List of Measures .......................................................................................................... 69 
4. Participant Demographics ........................................................................................... 70 
5. Self-reported Surgery Data ......................................................................................... 71 
6. User Feedback by Module .......................................................................................... 72 
7. Time (minutes) Treatment Utilizers Spent Interacting with Modules ........................ 76 
8. Module Acceptability for all Treatment Utilizers ....................................................... 77 
9. Program Acceptability (treatment completers) ........................................................... 78 
10. Frequency of Technical Issues by Module ................................................................. 79 
11. Types of Technical Issues Reported by Users ............................................................ 80 
12. Treatment Utilization .................................................................................................. 81 
13. Pairwise Comparisons for Acceptance-Based Variables from Pre- to 
Post-Treatment ............................................................................................................ 82 
 
14. Pairwise Comparisons for Maladaptive Eating Behavior from Pre- to  
Post-Treatment ............................................................................................................ 83 
 
15. Correlations Between Residualized Change in Weight and Residualized Changes in.  
Process Variables ........................................................................................................ 84 	    
 vii 
List of Figures 
 
1. Screenshots from Modules .................................................................................... 85  
2. Example Weight Graph ......................................................................................... 86 
3. Study Procedures .................................................................................................. 87 
4. Consort Diagram ................................................................................................... 88 
5. Participant Dropout by Module ............................................................................ 89 
6. Percent Weight Change from Pre- to Post-Treatment .......................................... 90 
7. Mean Weight Change Since Surgery from 2 Years Pre-Treatment to Post-
Treatment .............................................................................................................. 91 
 
  
 viii 
Abstract 
A Remote, Acceptance-Based Intervention for Weight Regain After Bariatric Surgery 
Lauren Elizabeth Bradley 
Evan M. Forman, Ph.D. 
 
 	  
Bariatric surgery is regarded as the most effective treatment for obesity; however, weight 
regain is common. The inability to maintain weight loss following bariatric surgery is 
largely attributed to poor compliance to dietary recommendations made during the 
preoperative psychoeducation process. This decreased compliance may be due in part to a 
lack of psychological skills necessary to continuously engage in healthy eating behaviors 
over the long-term, especially as the effects of the surgery (on appetite, hunger) decreases. 
As a result, significant weight regain can occur, which can result in poorer health 
outcomes and, in more extreme cases, secondary surgical procedures. However, a 
significant barrier to implementing behavioral interventions is the fact that patients are 
unwilling or unable to physically return to their bariatric surgery clinics for follow-up 
care. Internet-delivered treatments, in contrast, can be conveniently delivered in the home, 
and have been found efficacious for a number of health problems, including obesity. The 
current study aimed to develop and evaluate a 10-week, remotely-delivered, acceptance-
based behavioral intervention for individuals who have experienced weight regain post-
surgery via an open trial. Twenty-two participants at least 1.5 years out from surgery and 
who experienced weight regain were enrolled. The intervention was shown to be feasible 
and acceptable, with 70% retention in those who started the program and a high mean 
rating (4.7 out of 5.0) of program satisfaction among those who completed the study. On 
average, weight regain was stopped and even reversed, with a mean weight change of -
5.1% ± 5.5% throughout the 10-week intervention. There were also significant 
 ix 
improvements in acceptance-based and eating-related process variables. Overall, these 
pilot data provide initial support for the feasibility, acceptability, and preliminary 
effectiveness of a remotely-delivered acceptance-based intervention for individuals who 
have undergone bariatric surgery.
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION 
The rate of obesity has substantially increased over the years, with 35% of 
American adults currently classified as obese (i.e., BMI ≥ 30 m/kg2; Ogden, Carroll, Kit, 
& Flegal, 2014).  This increased prevalence is particularly significant, as obesity has been 
associated with numerous serious health conditions (e.g., type II diabetes, cardiovascular 
disease, hypertension, sleep apnea, gallbladder disease, osteoarthritis and cancer; Jensen 
et al., 2014; Mechanick et al., 2013). Moderate weight loss (i.e., 5-10% of original body 
weight) can substantially reduce the incidence of diabetes and improve cardiovascular 
risk factors associated with obesity (Crandall et al., 2008; Wing et al., 2011). Given that 
significant health improvements result from modest weight loss, developing successful 
weight loss treatments is critical.  
1.1 Nonsurgical Weight Loss Interventions 
Nonsurgical weight loss treatments include lifestyle modification and 
pharmacological treatments. Lifestyle interventions utilize behavioral therapy techniques 
to facilitate changes in eating behavior and physical activity (e.g., self-monitoring of food 
intake, stimulus control, goal setting, problem solving). Lifestyle interventions are 
relatively effective in the short-term, resulting, for many, in 7-10% weight loss at 24 
weeks (Jensen et al., 2014; Wadden et al., 2012). However these weight loss effects are 
transient, with weight regain commonly occurring within the first few years of treatment 
(Sarwer, Butryn, Forman, & Bradley, 2014; Wadden et al., 2012). Reasons for weight 
regain may include decreased compliance to behaviors crucial for long-term weight 
control (e.g., low calorie diet, high levels of physical activity, self-monitoring; Wing & 
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Phelan, 2005). Deteriorated compliance may be due to decreased reward of weight 
maintenance compared to weight loss and the constant exposure to an abundance of 
highly caloric and palatable foods available in the modern environment (Wadden et al., 
2004).   
Pharmacological interventions (in combination with diet and exercise) have also 
been used in the treatment of obesity. Several medications, with a variety of mechanisms 
of action (e.g., effects on appetite, fat absorption) are currently on the market for the 
treatment of obesity.  These medications include orlistat (Alli), lorcaserin (Belviq), 
phentermine-topiramate (Qsmia), phendimetrazine (Adipost), benzphotamine (Didrex), 
phentermine (Adipex-P), naltrexone HCI/bupropion HCI (Contrave), and liraglutide 
(Saxenda). However, only three of these medications are approved for long-term use (i.e., 
orlistat, lorcaserin, phentermine-topiramate; Yanovski & Yanovski, 2014). These 
medications have been shown to result in modest weight loss when combined with 
lifestyle modification (i.e., 3-14% depending on the medication and dosage; e.g., 
Anderson et al., 2006; Jensen et al., 2014; US FDA, 2012). However, drugs used for 
weight loss have also been associated with side effects including bloating, fatigue, 
nausea, sleep disturbances, diarrhea, dizziness, and dry mouth (NIDDK, 2013).  
Phentermine-topiramate may also cause birth defects, requiring female patients to refrain 
from becoming pregnant while on this medication (US FDA, 2012). With the 
shortcomings of behavioral interventions and pharmacological treatments, surgical 
interventions have been developed to tackle the obesity problem.   
  3       
 
1.2 Surgical Treatment of Obesity  
Bariatric surgery is currently recommended for individuals with extreme obesity 
(BMI > 40 kg/m2, or a BMI > 35 kg/m2 with significant obesity-related co-morbidities; 
Mechanick et al., 2013, NIH consensus development council, 1991). Roughly 200,000 
individuals undergo bariatric surgery in the United States each year (Santry, Gillen, 
Lauderdale, 2005; ASMBS, 2011), with the numbers predicted to rise due to increased 
obesity rates and its associated co-morbidities (Gilbert & Wolfe, 2012). 
Bariatric surgeries currently conducted include Roux-en-Y gastric bypass, sleeve 
gastrostomy, and adjustable gastric banding. Roux-en-Y Gastric Bypass (RYGB) is a 
procedure during which a gastric pouch is surgically created.  As a result, food and drink 
that is consumed travels directly to the jejunum (middle section of the small intestine), 
bypassing a good portion of the stomach and duodenum (Mechanick et al., 2013).  
Weight loss is achieved through several mechanisms including limited caloric intake due 
to reduced gastric capacity (Benotti & Forse, 1995), malabsorption (Maggard et al., 
2005), and changes in hormone release (Maggard et al., 2005). Decreased gastric capacity 
is also achieved in sleeve gastrectomy, a procedure that creates a thin “sleeve” from the 
stomach that can either be used alone or converted to a gastric bypass (Langer et al., 
2006).  The adjustable gastric band is another purely restrictive operation (Mechanick et 
al., 2013), which gained popularity mostly because it is associated with lower morbidity 
and is less costly than gastric bypass (Hinojosa et al., 2009).  During this procedure, an 
adjustable band is placed at the top of the stomach (Maggard et al., 2005).  Gastric bypass 
provides the greatest amount of weight loss, with a mean reduction of more than 30% of 
patients’ original body weight, whereas banding procedures leads to about a 20% 
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reduction within 12 to 18 months (Adams et al., 2012; Courcoulas et al., 2013; Sjöström 
et al., 2004).  Sleeve gastrectomy has been shown to produce greater weight losses 
compared to banding procedures, but less weight loss than gastric bypass (Himpens et al., 
2006; Karamanakos et al., 2008). Surgical interventions are designed to induce weight 
loss by reducing the absorption of ingested food and/or restricting the amount of food one 
can physically consume (Mechanick et al., 2013). In addition, at least in the immediate 
aftermath of surgery, patients show decreases in hunger and in cravings for highly caloric 
foods (Ochner et al., 2011).  
1.2.1 Short-Term Efficacy of Weight Loss Surgery 
Bariatric surgery has been considered to be one of the most successful weight loss 
treatments. A meta-analysis of surgery results conducted by Monteforte and Turkelson 
(2000) revealed substantial weight loss in participants, with a mean body mass index 
(BMI; kg/m2) reduction from approximately 40 kg/m2 pre-surgery to 30-34.1 kg/m2 one 
year following weight loss surgery. Chan and colleagues (2013) identified a total of 12 
randomized controlled trials assessing weight loss via bariatric surgery compared to 
“standard medical care,” revealing superior efficacy of surgery in all trials.   
In addition to facilitating substantial weight loss, bariatric surgery has been shown 
to improve the detrimental comorbidities associated with obesity (Maggard et al., 2005). 
A meta-analysis evaluating data on over 22,000 patients revealed dramatic improvements 
and/or resolution of type II diabetes, obstructive sleep apnea, hyperlipidemia, 
hypercholesterolemia, hypertriglyceridemia, and hypertension following weight loss 
surgery (Buchwald et al., 2004).  Recent research indicates that bariatric surgery may also 
reduce the risk of the future development of type II diabetes (Carlsson et al., 2012).  
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Although weight loss surgery is generally successful in the short-term, it can lead 
to serious medical complications, such as infection, bleeding, hernia, and anastomotic 
leaks (Mechanick et al., 2013). Gastric bypass can also result in “dumping syndrome,” a 
condition where the overconsumption of simple carbohydrates results in diarrhea, 
vomiting, faintness, sweating, heart palpitations, and cramps (Brolin, 2002), which is 
experienced by 50-70% of gastric bypass patients (Pories et al., 1999; Sugerman, Starkey, 
& Birkenhauer, 1987). Vitamin and mineral deficiencies can also result from bariatric 
surgery. In particular, deficiencies of vitamin B12 and iron are a relatively common side 
effect from gastric bypass, as the main absorption sites for these nutrients are bypassed 
by the surgery (Benotti & Forse, 1995).  
1.2.2 Postoperative Weight Regain and Its Health Implications  
Although weight loss surgery is, on average, more successful than traditional 
weight loss treatments, 20-30% of patients fail to reach targeted weight loss (i.e., 25 to 
35%), or begin to regain large amounts of weight within the first two years of surgery 
(Sjöström et al., 2004; Brolin et al., 1989; Sjöström et al., 2007). Adams et al. (2012) 
demonstrated that on average, gastric bypass patients regain an average of approximately 
10% between years 2 and 6 post-surgery.  Significant weight regain continues for many 
years after surgery, and has been observed between 5 and 10 years post-surgery 
(Christou, Look, & Maclean, 2006). In fact, approximately 30 to 70% of patients fail to 
maintain a 20% weight loss 10 years after surgery, depending on type of surgery received 
(Sjöström et al., 2004).  
These suboptimal weight outcomes have critical implications, particularly in light 
of the risk of serious medical complications outlined above.  For example, those who do 
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not achieve expected weight losses and those who begin to regain weight are less likely 
to experience remission of type 2 diabetes (Christou et al., 2006). Patients who 
demonstrated a recurrence or worsening of co-morbidities regained an average of 37.7% 
of their lost weight whereas those who demonstrated improvement or remission of co-
morbidities regained an average of 15.4% of their lost weight (DiGiorgi et al., 2010).  
Increases in the presence of obesity-related co-morbidities have also been demonstrated 
between 2 and 10 years post-surgery, a period when patients re-gain weight from the 
lowest weight achieved (Sjöström et al., 2007). Similarly, in a sample of over 1,000 
gastric bypass patients, diabetes remission decreased from 75% at two years to 62% at 6 
years (Adams et al., 2012). A link between poorer weight outcomes and worsening and 
recurrence of co-morbidities has also been demonstrated in patients at least three years 
post-surgery (DiGiorgi et al., 2010). These data highlight the importance of stopping and 
reversing weight gain to prevent the recurrence of initially alleviated co-morbidities.   
1.2.3 Factors Implicated in Weight Regain Following Bariatric Surgery 
Suboptimal weight outcomes are rarely the result of surgical complications; they 
are usually attributed to behavioral factors, including increased caloric intake and 
maladaptive eating behaviors (e.g., Sarwer et al., 2008; Sarwer, Dilks, & West-Smith, 
2011; Colles et al., 2008). The most important determinant of weight loss maintenance 
post-surgery is adherence to the prescribed postoperative diet (i.e., low-calorie, high 
protein; Sarwer et al., 2008). Unfortunately, many patients exhibit poor dietary 
compliance (Faria et al., 2010; Poniroli et al., 2007; Sarwer et al., 2008), with one study 
observing that 57% of patients were not following their prescribed dietary and behavioral 
recommendations (Toussi, Fujioka, & Coleman, 2009). Adherence continues to 
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deteriorate as the postoperative period extends, with Sarwer and colleagues (2008) 
reporting an increase in daily calorie intake of 150 kcal between 5 months and 2 years 
post-surgery. This increase in caloric intake appears to persist long-term, as the Swedish 
Obese Subjects Study described above (Sjöström et al., 2004) revealed an approximately 
500 kcal increase in daily caloric intake in surgery patients from 6 months to 10 years 
post-surgery. Sarwer and colleagues (2005) note that this increased caloric consumption 
could play a significant role in the weight regain generally seen in patients 2 years post-
surgery.  This hypothesis was supported by Kruseman et al. (2010), who demonstrated an 
association between higher caloric intake and treatment failure at 8 years post-surgery.  
Similarly, Freire and colleagues (2012) showed that greater daily caloric consumption, as 
well as greater intake of snacks, sweets, and high-fat foods was associated with weight 
regain in a sample of gastric bypass patients. Thus, while bariatric surgery initially 
promotes the changes in eating behavior necessary for achieving and maintaining 
significant weight loss, these behavioral changes are not sustained over the long-term.   
A substantial portion of excess caloric intake post-surgery stems from 
maladaptive eating behaviors, including grazing (Colles et al., 2008; Kofman, Lent, & 
Swencionis, 2010; Saunders, 2004), overconsumption of caloric liquids and soft foods 
(Colles et al., 2008), postoperative binge/loss of control eating (Colles et al., 2008; 
Kofman et al., 2010; Hsu, Bentacourt, & Sullivan, 1996; Kalarchian et al., 2003; Mitchell 
et al., 2001; Saunders, 2004; White et al., 2010), and emotional eating (Canetti, Berry, 
Elizur, 2009). Greater disinhibition (i.e., propensity to overeat in response to a stimulus) 
and an inability to control urges to eat have also been found to be predictive of weight 
regain (Odom et al., 2010; Burgmer et al., 2005; Karlsson et al., 1998; Bond et al., 2009; 
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Sarwer et al., 2012). Improvements in these dysfunctional eating patterns may occur in 
the short-term following weight-loss surgery. However, over time, the ability and desire 
to consume greater amounts of food can increase (Saunders, 2004; Stewart, Olbrisch, & 
Bean, 2010). A return in food cravings also occurs following surgery, with the percentage 
of patients reporting a loss of cravings for sweets decreasing dramatically from 1 to 3 
years postsurgery (i.e., from 35% to 2.9% gastric banding patients and from 50% to 
23.3% gastric sleeve patients; Himpens, Dapri, & Cadiere, 2006). The return of hunger 
and cravings 18-24 months post-surgery coincides with the time when weight regain 
begins. 
As described above, improvements in these dysfunctional eating patterns and 
uncomfortable internal experiences (e.g., hunger, food cravings) may occur in the short-
term following weight-loss surgery; however, over time the ability and the desire to 
consume greater amounts of food can increase. Patients reported that up to 18-24 months 
post-surgery, they did not find it difficult to control their eating behaviors, as they 
experienced a decreased interest in food (Stewart et al., 2010). However, after this time 
period, many “described deep disappointment and frustration that food again began to 
‘call to them’ as they experienced increased hunger, stronger food cravings, greater desire 
to eat, and greater difficulty controlling food cravings,” (Stewart et al., 2010, p. 182). 
Other studies have confirmed the return of food cravings post-surgery, with one study 
reporting a decrease in loss of cravings for sweets from 35% to 2.9% in gastric banding 
patients and 50% to 23.3% in gastric sleeve patients (Himpens, Dapri, & Cadiere, 2006). 
Another study reported that 47% of patients up to 5 years post-surgery endorsed strong 
cravings (Harbottle, 2011). Our preliminary data support these changes as well.  We 
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surveyed 154 patients who received bariatric surgery at least 1.5 years ago and found that 
participants endorsed the return of food cravings and hunger as reasons why it is difficult 
for them to maintain their weight losses, with increased hunger significantly associated 
with self-reported weight regain (Bradley, Forman, Sarwer, Butryn, & Herbert, 2014; 
Bradley et al., under review). The return of hunger and cravings 18-24 months post-
surgery coincides with the time when weight stabilization and subsequent regain tends to 
occur (as described above). Long-term changes in eating behavior are therefore necessary 
for sustained success post-surgery, as certain effects of the surgery may be transient. 
In summary, several maladaptive eating patterns post-surgery (e.g., grazing, 
consumption of caloric liquids and soft foods, binge eating, emotional eating) as well as 
aversive internal experiences (e.g., hunger, cravings) tend to increase after the first 12-24 
months post-surgery due to deteriorating effects of the procedure. Many of these factors 
have strong associations with poorer weight outcomes. These dysfunctional eating 
patterns should therefore be targeted in a behavioral intervention for post-surgery weight 
regain.  
1.2.4 Efficacy of Interventions Designed to Improve Postoperative Weight Control 
A number of studies have evaluated the efficacy of post-surgery behavioral 
weight control interventions (see Table 1 for summary). Studies vary in design, intensity, 
and follow-up period of the intervention. Only six randomized controlled trials have been 
conducted to date.  Each of these trials evaluated a standard behavioral weight control 
intervention (either through printed materials or in group sessions). In general, modest 
weight losses were observed in treatment conditions; however for the majority of the 
studies, these losses were not significantly different than those observed in the control 
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conditions. For example, greater, but not statistically significant, weight loss was 
achieved in participants assigned to the intervention (i.e., 3.3 kg at 6 months, 3.6 at 12 
months) compared to those assigned to a wait-list (i.e., 1.3 kg at 6 months, 0.6 at 12 
months) in one study (Kalarchian et al., 2012). Sarwer and colleagues (2012) also 
reported greater weight losses in patients who received dietary counseling following 
surgery compared to those who received standard care up to 6 months post-surgery; 
however, these differences were diminished at 12 months and were not statistically 
significant. A recent meta-analysis of five of these controlled trials calculated minimal 
differences in percent excess weight loss between treatment and control conditions (i.e., 
1.6%) 6-12 months following the beginning of the intervention (Rudolph & Hilbert, 
2013). In addition, patients who presented to a clinic for weight regain displayed minimal 
weight loss (reduction of 0.6 kg/m2 BMI) when receiving diet and exercise management 
(Buttelman et al., 2015). Thus, it appears that interventions for this population achieve 
only minimal effects, and, perhaps different approaches are needed. Although there may 
be methodological explanations for the lack of effectiveness of standard behavioral 
treatments (e.g., interventions occurred too soon following surgery, attrition), it is likely 
that providing these patients behavioral skills alone is not enough to improve weight 
outcomes.    
1.3 Role for Acceptance-Based Treatments 
As argued above, the failure of standard weight control interventions for post-
surgery patients may be attributed to the fact that these treatments do not sufficiently 
target causes of dietary inadherence, i.e., a return of uncomfortable internal experiences 
(e.g., hunger, desire for food, food cravings), leading to increased maladaptive eating 
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behaviors (e.g., grazing, loss of control eating, eating in response to internal and external 
cues). Standard interventions provide participants with behavioral strategies (e.g., self-
monitoring, stimulus control) to target weight regain. However, given the challenges 
patients who are regaining weight experience, it appears that there is a need for an 
intervention that also provides psychological skills to help patients engage in difficult 
weight control behaviors in spite of these difficulties.   
Acceptance-based treatments specifically target these challenges by emphasizing 
the ability to tolerate uncomfortable psychological experiences (Forman & Herbert, 
2009). In a departure from traditional cognitive behavioral therapies, the goal is not to 
reduce uncomfortable internal experiences (as reductions in these experiences likely will 
not be sustained). One such treatment with strong empirical support, Acceptance and 
Commitment Therapy (Hayes et al., 1999) appears to a particularly good fit for the 
challenges of weight control in part because it centers on helping individuals enact goal-
directed behaviors that are in line with one’s values in spite of aversive (or non-preferred) 
internal experiences, such as those that lead to dietary inadherence (Forman et al., 2009; 
Forman et al., 2013). In particular, this approach aims to teach skills that foster 
willingness to experience uncomfortable or aversive thoughts, feelings, emotions, and 
sensations in “the service of” valued action (Hayes et al., 2006). These skills include 
distress tolerance, present-moment awareness of internal states, clarity of one’s personal 
values and linking values to in-the-moment decision-making. Acceptance-based 
treatments (based on ACT) directly target the difficulties experienced by those regaining 
weight post-surgery by fostering patients’ abilities to make mindful decisions based on 
their weight control goals, in spite of internal states that make doing so difficult. Thus, it 
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is hypothesized that an acceptance-based behavior intervention will improve post-surgery 
patients’ adherence to demanding dietary guidelines which will, in turn, enable weight 
loss maintenance in the years following bariatric surgery.  
Recent research provides support for the theory that acceptance-based treatments 
are particularly well-suited to address the challenges faced by those experiencing post-
surgical weight regain. Specifically, research shows that acceptance-based treatments are 
especially effective in those with high levels of disinhibition, which is particularly 
problematic in this population (Forman et al., 2013; Niemeier et al., 2012). In addition, 
acceptance-based treatments have been shown to be effective in improving factors 
associated with post-surgery weight outcomes, including food cravings (Forman et al., 
2007; Alberts et al., 2010) and binge eating (Kristeller & Hallett, 1999).   
Recent evidence suggests that acceptance-based treatments have promise as 
interventions specifically for weight control. An open trial conducted by our laboratory 
assessing the effect of a group-based acceptance-based treatment revealed a reduction of 
6.6% of initial body weight post-treatment (12 weeks), with participants continuing to 
lose weight 6 months post-treatment (9.6% reduction of initial weight; Forman et al., 
2009). We recently completed a larger study (n=128) in which overweight participants 
were randomized to one of two 40-week group interventions: a standard behavioral 
treatment (SBT) or an acceptance-based behavioral treatment (ABT). ABT resulted in 
significantly greater weight loss both at 9 months (end-of-treatment) and 15 months (6 
months post-treatment) compared to SBT when delivered by expert clinicians (13.2% vs. 
7.5% and 11.0% vs. 4.3%, respectively; Forman et al., 2013).  
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Acceptance-based interventions have, in fact, recently shown promise specifically 
in post-bariatric surgery patients. A randomized controlled trial conducted by Weineland 
and colleagues revealed decreases in eating disordered behavior and body dissatisfaction, 
improved quality of life, and increased weight-related acceptance in those receiving 
Acceptance and Commitment Therapy (ACT) compared to those who received treatment 
as usual (Weineland et al., 2012a), which were sustained at 6-month follow-up 
(Weineland et al., 2012b). However, the researchers did not assess changes in weight. 
There is some preliminary support for the effectiveness of interventions incorporating 
mindfulness on postoperative weight outcomes. A group intervention combining 
cognitive-behavioral and mindfulness techniques targeting binge eating proved effective 
in sustaining weight loss post-surgery (Leahey et al., 2008), though the sample size was 
small (n=7). A case study also reported on the promising effects of a mindfulness-based 
behavioral intervention, which resulted in a 43-kg weight loss at 30 weeks post-
intervention, along with significantly decreased grazing and emotional eating, 
significantly increased mindfulness, decreased depressive symptoms, and resolution of 
diabetes (Engstrom, 2007).  
Our preliminary data also provide support for an acceptance-based treatment for 
this population. We conducted an open trial of a newly-developed, 10-week, acceptance-
based behavioral weight control intervention for bariatric surgery patients who displayed 
a 10% weight regain since their lowest weight after surgery (n = 8; Bradley et al., 2014). 
The intervention was shown to be feasible and acceptable, with 72% retention (100% 
retention in those who attended more than 1 session) and high mean rating (4.25 out of 
5.00) of program satisfaction.  In addition, weight regain was stopped, and even reversed, 
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with a mean weight loss of 3.58 ± 3.02% throughout the 10-week intervention. 
(According to self-reports, these participants had a mean weight gain of 35.8% over 
approximately 3.5 years.) There were also significant improvements in acceptance-based 
and eating-related process variables, including increased restraint and decreased 
disinhibition and responsivity to internal cues. These results provide preliminary support 
for acceptance-based interventions in the post-bariatric surgery population; however, 
further research is needed due to the limited data.  	  
1.4 Challenges in Delivering Treatment and Role for Remote Treatments 
Even if alternative forms of behavioral treatment, such as ABT, might prove 
effective, delivering the intervention remains a significant challenge. Patients often travel 
long distances to bariatric surgery centers (often located in urban centers), and as a result, 
regular follow-up is difficult. In addition, patients may experience low motivation to 
follow-up with providers or engage in structured weight loss programs. Decreased 
motivation in this population can be expected, as these patients have had previous 
difficulty losing and maintaining weight on their own prior to surgery and subsequently 
received an intervention that produces a rapid and substantial weight loss (likely driven 
by physiological changes) and decreases the need for self-regulation in the short term. 
Only 40% of bariatric surgery patients return for each of their first four annual follow-up 
visits (Gould, Beverstein, Reinhardt, & Garren, 2007) and 72% miss post-surgical 
appointments within the first two postoperative years (Toussi, Fujioka, & Coleman, 
2009). In addition, in a group of surgical failures, defined as excess weight loss <50% or 
BMI >35 (if preoperative BMI was <50) or BMI >40 (if preoperative BMI was >50), 
60% did not attend follow-up appointments with a nutritionist (Magro et al., 2008). 
  15       
 
Studies evaluating interventions for post-bariatric patients similarly report high attrition. 
For example, in a small lifestyle intervention, four of eight participants withdrew from 
the study (Carducci, 2010). In Kalarchian and colleagues’ (2012) intervention, only 20% 
of interested participants were enrolled in the study and approximately 40% of consented 
participants withdrew from the study prior to group assignment. Similarly, in Sarwer’s 
(2012) dietary counseling intervention for postoperative patients, 60% of participants 
only attended half or less of the intervention sessions. In our own pilot study, only 15% 
of interested participants were enrolled, with 20% of potential participants excluded due 
to geographical and scheduling constraints.  
 Remote, and, in particular, Internet-based delivery of intervention appears well-
suited to address the challenges of engaging bariatric surgery patients in postoperative 
interventions. Web-based treatments can include video modules demonstrating session 
content as well as interactive features, such as discussion boards and personalized 
feedback on food records. As outlined in a recent review, Internet-based interventions 
targeting overweight are particularly desirable, due to cost-effectiveness, increased 
access, and reduced participant burden (Thomas, Bond, Sarwer, & Wing, 2011). Internet-
based interventions have been shown to result in meaningful weight losses (Arem & 
Irwin, 2011). For example, those randomized to an Internet weight control program 
achieved 4.8% weight loss at 12 months (versus 2.2% for those assigned to a control 
group; Tate, Jackvony, & Wing, 2003). Weineland and colleagues’ (2012) ACT 
intervention for bariatric surgery patients (described above) combined face-to-face 
sessions with Internet modules, with 12 of 16 participants retained from study enrollment 
to follow-up.  
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 Previous research has also supported the application of remotely-delivered 
acceptance-based treatments. For example, our own laboratory has established the utility 
of these treatments for OCD using videoconferencing (Goetter et al., 2013) and social 
anxiety disorder using a virtual-reality platform (Yuen et al., 2013a) and 
videoconferencing (Yuen et al., 2013b). Additionally, feasibility and preliminary support 
for the effectiveness of acceptance-based treatments delivered via an Internet platform 
have been demonstrated for type 2 diabetes (Nes et al., 2012), depression (Carlbring et 
al., 2013), chronic pain (Buhrman et al., 2013), and tinnitus (Hesser et al., 2012). 
Telephone-delivered acceptance-based treatments have also shown to be feasible and 
effective for smoking cessation (Bricker et al., 2010). The utility of the use of Internet-
based treatments in the bariatric surgery population has also been demonstrated, 
including the Weineland study described above (Weineland et al., 2012).  
1.5 Summary of Supporting Literature  
In summary, while bariatric surgery typically results in substantial weight loss in 
the first 1-2 postoperative years, it is not, in isolation, sufficient for long-term weight 
control. Tens of thousands of patients each year experience sub-optimal weight losses 
and/or significant weight regain. These undesirable outcomes appear to be associated 
with poor compliance to rigorous dietary recommendations due to lack of psychological 
skills necessary to respond to the return of negative internal experiences that make weight 
control difficult. The maladaptive changes in dietary adherence seen in the studies 
detailed above underscore the need for the development and investigation of 
interventions to promote long-term success after surgery by instilling psychological skills 
needed for dietary adherence. Treating these patients through Internet-based approaches 
  17       
 
will reach a population with a demonstrated difficulty attending in-person clinic visits. 
Identifying innovative, cost-effective ways to improve compliance with long-term 
lifestyle changes after bariatric surgery is crucial due to the increased numbers of 
surgeries performed. The growth of bariatric surgery, coupled with the increasing rate of 
weight regain, makes optimizing surgery outcomes a significant public health issue.  
1.6 Current Study 
This study aimed to develop and investigate the feasibility and acceptability of a 
10-module acceptance-based, remotely-delivered behavioral intervention for individuals 
who experienced weight regain following bariatric surgery. We also examined the 
preliminary effectiveness of this intervention on stopping and/or reversing weight regain 
as well as its effect on targeted maladaptive eating behavior, physical activity, and 
acceptance-based skills. The treatment was implemented in two phases to develop, refine, 
and evaluate the program. The first wave included three participants to evaluate initial 
acceptability and to refine the treatment. We aimed to recruit an additional 17 participants 
in the second phase to receive the refined Internet-delivered acceptance-based treatment 
(ABTi) to further assess feasibility and acceptability and to assess preliminary 
effectiveness. Participants in all phases completed assessments at baseline (week 0), mid-
treatment assessments (week 5), post-treatment (week 10), and were compensated $15 for 
mid-treatment and $25 for post-treatment assessments.   
1.6.1 Aims and Hypotheses 
Primary Aim 
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1. To develop a remote, acceptance-based behavioral treatment (ABTi) for 
bariatric surgery patients who have experienced weight regain and to evaluate 
its feasibility and acceptability.  
a. Hypothesis 1: We hypothesized that participants would find ABTi 
highly acceptable, i.e., by rating helpfulness of ABT strategies, overall 
satisfaction, and confidence in recommending the program at least 4.0 
on a 1 (i.e., “not at all”) to 5 (i.e., “very”) scale.  
b. Hypothesis 2: We hypothesized that the majority of participants (i.e., 
70%) would be retained throughout the intervention (i.e., participants 
would complete 8 of 10 modules).  
c. Hypothesis 3: We hypothesized that participants would have the ability 
to utilize the online intervention without technological interruption 
(i.e., be able to access and use all components as desired) 90% of the 
time. 
d. Hypothesis 4: We hypothesized that participants would complete each 
assigned component of the intervention (i.e., view module, complete 
food records, complete worksheets) the majority of the time (i.e., 
75%).  
Secondary Aims 
2. Examine the preliminary effectiveness of the intervention. 
a. Hypothesis 5: We hypothesized that there would be a 90% likelihood 
that participants would be on a weight stabilization or weight loss 
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trajectory (i.e., < 0.5 kg gain or any weight loss) from pre- to post-
treatment.    
3. Evaluate the association between weight outcomes and changes in: (1) 
acceptance-based strategies, (2) maladaptive eating behavior and physical 
activity.  
a. Hypothesis 6: We anticipated improvements in acceptance-based skills 
(i.e., mindfulness, defusion, food-related acceptance) from pre- to 
post-treatment. 
b. Hypothesis 7: We hypothesized a reduction in maladaptive eating 
behaviors (i.e., loss of control episodes, grazing, emotional eating, and 
disinhibition) and increased physical activity from pre- to post-
treatment.  
c. Hypothesis 8: We anticipated that weight outcomes at post-treatment 
would be associated with improvements in acceptance-based skills, 
maladaptive eating behaviors, and physical activity.  
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CHAPTER 2: METHODS 
2.1 Participants 
Participants included men and women, 18-70 years old, who had undergone any 
type of weight loss surgery (i.e., RYGB, gastric sleeve, gastric banding) at least 1.5 years 
prior to study enrollment. Participants must also have displayed at least 10% weight 
regain of maximum weight loss or 5% of their minimum weight post-surgery (via self-
report rather than via medical records; lowest weight achieved may not be recorded given 
that many patients do not attend follow-ups), with weight regain lasting for at least 3 
months prior to enrollment. Individuals must have been able to give consent and speak, 
write, and understand English. Potential participants were excluded if they were enrolled 
in a structured weight loss program, were pregnant/planned to become pregnant within 6 
months of enrollment, had a serious medical condition that had the potential of affecting 
weight or that would prevent engagement in dietary changes and/or an exercise regimen, 
exhibited psychiatric symptoms that would interfere with the ability to benefit from the 
intervention, or reported acute suicidality. In addition, non-ambulatory individuals (i.e., 
unable to walk at least one city block without a cane or walker at the time of screening) 
were excluded, due to the difficulty these individuals would have following the physical 
activity recommendations provided by the intervention.  In addition, medications known 
to affect body weight, such as chronic systemic steroids or psychiatric medications 
including lithium, tricyclic antidepressants, and anti-psychotic agents (American Diabetes 
Association, 2004) were required to be stable for at least 3 months. Changes in patients’ 
comorbidities and medication use prior to treatment were collected at the end of the 
intervention to assess the possible influence of changes on the outcome variables.   
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2.1.1 Recruitment  
 Participants were recruited through various sources. We previously sent a survey 
to bariatric surgery patients from the University of Pennsylvania Bariatric Surgery 
Program to recruit for the above-described in-person open trial of an ABT intervention.  
Individuals who indicated interest in the intervention, but who did not enroll in the in-
person group, were contacted by study personnel to assess interest in the current study. 
We also recruited from the general community by posting advertisements through 
community flyers and Craigslist.  
2.2 Treatment Development  
Ten weekly modules were developed with a user-friendly, interactive, e-learning 
platform, Articulate. Module content was developed by translating material from the 
treatment protocol used for the in-person, group program version of the intervention 
previously described. These modules included the presentation of material using images, 
text, audio, and video to convey session content comprehensively. Following content 
development, several of the modules were evaluated by three alpha users (internal users 
with obesity treatment experience). Modules were rated on a 5-point scale for (1 = “poor” 
to 5 = “excellent”) on several acceptability domains.  
As the primary aim of this study was to develop a feasible and acceptable 
treatment, we implemented a structured plan to collect feedback from participants. After 
completing each module, participants rated their helpfulness, ease of use, and level of 
engagement on a 3-point scale (1 = “not at all,” 2 = “somewhat,” 3 = “very”). Participants 
were also prompted to report technological challenges and provide free form feedback at 
the end of each module. Qualitative feedback was collected throughout the intervention, 
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including during an optional interview at the mid-treatment assessment and during phone 
coach calls. In addition, all participants completed a treatment acceptability questionnaire 
following the completion of the intervention to gather additional feedback.  
During Phase I of the project, the first three participants (i.e., beta users) 
completed 2 modules and a phone coach call to test the program procedures, with 
changes made based on participants’ performance and experiences. Phase II of the project 
comprised the trial phase, with remaining participants completing the revised 
intervention. A plan was made to continue to refine the treatment based on user feedback 
during this trial phase. 
2.2.1 Intervention 
 This intervention focused on acceptance-based strategies with an emphasis on 
willingness to experience less pleasurable (e.g., choosing low-calorie foods vs. more 
pleasurable calorically-dense foods) and aversive internal experiences (e.g., hunger and 
food cravings). Strategies to increase willingness were taught, including defusion (i.e., 
getting distance from internal experiences to allow oneself to act independently of them). 
Mindful decision-making, as it relates to eating and exercise, was also emphasized. 
Clarification of, and commitment to, core values was another key component, as living 
life in accordance with one’s values (e.g., health) makes willingness to engage in difficult 
weight control behaviors worthwhile. Standard behavioral techniques for weight loss 
(i.e., self-monitoring, stimulus control, portion control, psychoeducation) were also 
included in each module. These skills were framed as the core behaviors necessary for 
weight control, while the acceptance-based skills are essential tools to enable the patients 
to continue to engage in these behaviors over the long-term despite the difficulties in 
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doing so. Following the introduction of each ABT skill, a behavioral application section 
was included.  In this section, participants received specific examples of utilizing the 
ABT skill to engage in weight control behaviors. Specifically, concrete examples of 
applying ABT skills were provided with examples of program characters utilizing each 
skill in the moment. In most modules, participants were given a list of common 
challenges relating to the topic and they were able to choose which challenge was most 
relevant to them. They would subsequently see a specific example of a character utilizing 
ABT skills in response to that behavioral challenge. Participants were then prompted to 
plan for how they would personally use these ABT skills in a similar situation. Content 
by module is outlined in Table 2 and screen shots of module components are provided in 
Figure 1. 
 Ten weekly sessions were delivered through an interactive e-learning platform 
(i.e., Articulate) hosted on Coursesites (a popular e-learning platform). Each module 
included video presentation of material synchronized with a slideshow illustrating session 
material, written material of high visual interest (including figures, tables), interactive 
exercises, examples of other “patients” utilizing ABT skills in the moment, quizzes that 
aimed to support participants’ understanding of the material, and directed assignments to 
be completed throughout the week (i.e., “Skill Builders”). Participants were assigned to 
view each module over the course of the week (at any time they chose, with the ability to 
control the flow of material, including replaying and rewinding module materials). They 
were also asked to record their food intake daily using MyFitnessPal and these records 
were shared with phone coaches to allow for personalized feedback on food intake. Each 
week participants were also asked to record their weights and average daily calories in an 
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online spreadsheet. Within this spreadsheet, graphs of weekly weights and calories would 
self-populate and update automatically for visual representation of progress (see Figure 2 
for a screenshot example). Participants were only able to access the next week’s module 
after viewing the previous module in its entirety. In order to ensure participants were 
understanding and applying the skills delivered, every two weeks, a brief (i.e., 20 min) 
telephone call with a member of the study team (i.e., program coach) was conducted. The 
goal of these calls was to discuss and clarify the content of the session, discuss how the 
participant utilized skills demonstrated in the modules, problem-solve difficulties in 
utilizing the skills, and review homework. Time spent during the phone call and content 
covered were tracked. Feedback regarding weight losses and food records were also 
provided during the phone call. This component is particularly important, as prior 
research conducted on Internet-based weight loss treatments have shown that such 
feedback results in significantly greater weight loss compared to when it is not provided 
(Tate, Jackvony, & Wing, 2006). A discussion board feature was also available to 
participants in the program. Topics were posted on the discussion board by research staff 
designed to facilitate support among participants (which has been shown to be 
particularly important for bariatric surgery patients). Participants were informed of 
appropriate usage of the discussion board, which was monitored by research staff. A plan 
was made to remove inappropriate (i.e., unsupportive, derogatory) posts. 
2.2.2 Special considerations for developing an Internet-based treatment.   
To reduce technological complexities when developing and hosting the treatment 
modules, user-friendly software and existing platforms were used, rather than developing 
a website from scratch. We also partially followed the structure of our laboratory’s 
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previous online treatments. To minimize user Internet connection and software issues, 
pre-treatment, technological checks and a tutorial were conducted with participants to 
ensure that their Internet connections were stable and that they had access to necessary 
software. When issues arose during these tests, a troubleshooting protocol was 
implemented to facilitate proper usage. Given that engagement and compliance with 
Internet-based interventions is known to vary (Thomas et al., 2011; Arem & Irwin, 2011; 
Morgan et al., 2009), interactive components (e.g., videos, quizzes, discussion boards) 
were added to already-developed treatment material to ensure both the understanding of 
the material and engagement. The discussion board feature was also designed to serve as 
a motivational feature, and its usage has been shown to predict continued behavior 
change during the weight maintenance phase of an online intervention (Krukowski et al., 
2008). A telephone check-in (as described above) was built into the treatment to increase 
accountability of participants to not only access each module, but to make an effort to 
understand and utilize strategies introduced. 
2.3 Procedures 
Interested participants underwent a phone screen by study personnel in order to 
determine eligibility. Prior to this screening, informed consent was obtained by sending 
the consent form (via fax or email) to the participants, reviewing it over the phone, and 
obtaining participant signatures. In addition to assessing eligibility, a detailed weight 
history was obtained as well as previous psychiatric history (including past and current 
medication usage). Participants who met all criteria underwent a baseline assessment (see 
Section 2.3 Measures) within two weeks of starting the intervention. Participants then 
completed the 10 weekly online modules (as well as phone check-ins with an 
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interventionist). This treatment was free of charge for participants.  Mid-treatment 
assessments were conducted after completing the 5th online module. At the completion of 
the final module, participants underwent a post-treatment assessment. (See Figure 3 for a 
schematic of the study procedures and timeline.) Participants were compensated $15 for 
completing the mid-treatment assessment and $25 for the post-treatment assessments. All 
assessments were conducted remotely (see below for details).  
2.3 Measures  
Demographics: A demographics questionnaire created by the researchers was 
given to participants during their baseline assessment, including questions on age, sex, 
ethnicity, occupation, marital status, and treatment history.  
Weight and Height: Weight was self-measured by participants. Prior to beginning 
the program, patients were required to purchase a digital scale, if they did not already 
own one. A scale check was then performed to assess the reliability of participants’ 
scales. Specifically, participants were asked to weight themselves five times in a row. If 
scales were unreliable (i.e., > 0.5 lb difference among any weight), participants were 
asked to purchase a new scale. We provided recommendations for affordable scales if this 
was necessary. For each assessment, participants were given written instructions to 
enhance the accuracy of self-measured weights (e.g., removing shoes or extra layers of 
clothing, placing the scale on a hard, level surface, weighing first thing in the morning). 
Participants were asked to weigh themselves three times during each assessment and the 
average of these weights were used. While self-weighing on a home scale is not ideal, it 
should be noted that self-reported weights in bariatric surgery patients have been shown 
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to be accurate (i.e., on average within 1 kg; Christian et al., 2013). Participants also self-
reported their height, which was used to calculate BMI.  
Eating-Related and Physical Activity Variables:  
Dietary intake was measured with an online keeping track system (i.e., 
MyFitnessPal, which is available in both desktop and mobile versions). Participants were 
instructed to complete daily food records starting at baseline through the end of the 
intervention. Calorie data from records at baseline and post-treatment (calculated via 
MyFitnessPal) were analyzed to calculate average daily caloric consumption during the 
first and last week of the program. In addition to serving as an outcome variable, this 
keeping track system also served as the self-monitoring component of the intervention. A 
self-monitoring record was considered complete for one day if a participant entered at 
least three separate meals or if he/she recorded at least 50% of his/her daily calorie goal 
(as used by Thomas and Wing, 2013).   
Loss of control eating was examined using the Eating Disorder Examination 
Questionnaire (EDE-Q; Fairburn & Beglin, 1994). Because many bariatric surgery 
patients cannot physically consume an objectively-large amount of food in one sitting, 
both subjective and objective binge episodes as assessed by the EDE-Q were considered 
loss of control episodes (White et al., 2010). Good concurrent validity with the EDE 
interview has been established for the EDE-Q (Mond et al., 2004).  
Disinhibition, restraint, and reactivity to internal and external cues were 
measured with The Eating Inventory (Stunkard, 1988), formally the Three-Factor Eating 
Questionnaire, which has been shown to be reliable and valid (Cappelleri et al., 2009). 
Disinhibition scores have been shown to decrease with weight loss treatment as well as 
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after bariatric surgery (Foster et al., 1998; Sarwer et al., 2008), while cognitive restraint 
has been shown to increase post-surgery (Sarwer et al., 2008).  
The Emotional Eating Scale (EES) was used to assess emotional eating, which is 
a self-report measure that assesses the relationship between overeating and negative 
emotions (Arnow, Kenardy, & Agras, 1995). The EES is classified into 3 subscales 
(Anger/Frustration, Anxiety, Depression). This measure has good construct validity and 
adequate test-retest reliability (Arnow et al., 1995) and has been previously used with 
post-bariatric surgery patients (Leahey, Crowther, & Irwin, 2008).   
Grazing behavior over the past two weeks was assessed by self-report based on 
Colles’ definition (Colles, Dixon, & O’Brien, 2008). A questionnaire was created by the 
researchers due to the lack of validated measures for this eating behavior. The definition 
of grazing used was “the consumption of smaller amounts of food continuously over an 
extended period of time, eating more than the subjects considers best for them,” (Colles 
et al., 2008, p. 616). In addition to confirming these criteria in the form of yes or no 
questions, participants were asked to what extent they grazed over the past two weeks 
(from Never to Always).   
The Food Cravings Questionnaire-Trait (FCQ-T; Cepeda-Benito et al., 2000) was 
used to assess food cravings, which has been shown to have excellent internal 
consistency (including in a bariatric surgery-seeking population, Crowley et al., 2012) 
and good test-retest reliability (Cepeda-Benito et al., 2000).  
The Paffenbarger Physical Activity Recall (Paffenbarger, Wing, & Hyde, 1978), a 
15-item, interview-based measure for assessing physical activity was used. By converting 
  29       
 
these activities into metabolic equivalents based on body mass, total expenditure from 
physical activity was calculated. 
Acceptance-Based Skills:  
Acceptance of food-related internal experiences was measured with the Food-
Related Acceptance and Action Questionnaire (FAAQ), which has demonstrated good 
reliability and validity (Juarascio et al., 2011).  
The Philadelphia Mindfulness Scale (PHLMS) was used to assess present moment 
awareness and acceptance, two main components of mindfulness (Cardaciotto et al., 
2008). Internal consistency and concurrent validity with established mindfulness 
measures has been demonstrated (Cardaciotto et al., 2008). 
 Defusion was measured with the Drexel Defusion Scale (DDS), a self-report 
measure assessing the extent of the ability to defuse from different internal experiences, 
which has been shown to have good internal consistency (Zebell et al., 2006).  
Physical Activity Acceptance was evaluated with the Physical Activity 
Acceptance Questionnaire (PAAQ): This 10-item measure assesses self-reported 
acceptance of psychological and physical discomfort associated with engaging in 
physical activity.  Good internal reliability and concurrent validity has been demonstrated 
(Butryn et al., in press).  
Treatment Acceptability was measured using a questionnaire, adapted by the 
investigators from previous measures used for this purpose, using a 5-point Likert scale 
(1= Not at all; 3 = Somewhat; 5 = Very) to evaluate how helpful participants found the 
treatment, their satisfaction with it, and how likely they would be to recommend it to a 
friend. Participants were also asked to describe which aspects of the intervention they 
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found the most and least helpful. The helpfulness of individual acceptance-based 
strategies were also evaluated in this questionnaire.  
Feasibility of the modules was assessed via a brief questionnaire following the 
viewing of each module, including questions relating to ease of use and technological 
difficulties experienced. 
 Assessment points for each measure are provided in Table 3. All measures were 
completed at each assessment point, except that height was reported at baseline only and 
treatment acceptability at post-treatment only.   
2.4 Data Analysis 
Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS) v. 22.0 (IBM Corp., 2011) was used to 
analyze data. 
2.4.1 Statistical Analyses  
Hypothesis 1: The hypothesis that treatment would be acceptable to participants 
was determined by calculating the mean ratings on each item of the Treatment 
Acceptability Questionnaire.  
Hypothesis 2: The hypothesis that the majority of participants would be retained 
throughout the intervention was assessed by computing the percentage of 
participants who completed 8 of 10 online modules. 
Hypothesis 3: The hypothesis that participants would be able to utilize the 
intervention without technological interruption 90% of the time was evaluated by 
calculating the number of times participants flagged a module for having 
technical problems.  
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Hypothesis 4:  The hypothesis that participants would complete each assigned 
component of the intervention (i.e., view module, complete food records, 
complete worksheets, self-monitor weight and weekly calories) the majority (i.e., 
75%) of the time was determined by calculating the percentage of time modules 
were viewed (recorded by website), the percentage of days self-monitoring was 
completed, the percentage of assigned handouts completed, and the percentage of 
weeks weights and calories were self-monitored.  
Hypothesis 5: The hypothesis that continued weight regain would be prevented in 
90% participants was evaluated by calculating the percentage of participants who 
displayed weight stabilization or loss (i.e., < 0.5 kg gain) from pre- to post-
treatment.    
Hypothesis 6: The hypothesis that there would be improvements in acceptance-
based skills (i.e., acceptance, present-moment awareness, defusion, food-related 
acceptance, physical activity acceptance) pre- to post-treatment was examined 
using paired samples t-tests; however, because we were not powered for these 
analyses, effect sizes were also used to evaluate this hypothesis.  
Hypothesis 7: The hypothesis that maladaptive eating behaviors would be reduced 
pre- to post-treatment was examined using paired samples t-tests.  Because we 
were not powered for these analyses, effect sizes were also used to evaluate this 
hypothesis.  
Hypothesis 8: We hypothesized that weight change would be associated with 
improvements in acceptance-based skills and maladaptive eating behaviors. 
Because we did not have adequate power to conduct formal mediation analyses, 
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an exploratory analysis was used to assess the degree of strength of association 
between change of process variables and change in weight. Specifically, 
correlations between residualized change scores of weight from pre- to post-
intervention and of process variables from pre- to mid-treatment were conducted.  
2.4.2 Power Analysis  
An a priori power analysis (using G*Power 3.1; Faul, Erdfelder, Lang, & 
Buchner, 2007) recommended 34 participants for a matched-pairs t-test in order to attain 
a medium effect size (estimated based on data from our in-person open trial and trials 
conducted by Kalarchian et al. (2012) and Sarwer et al. (2012; t = 1.71) at α = .05).  
However, resources did not permit recruiting a sample of this size, and the main aim of 
this initial pilot study was to establish feasibility and acceptability.  
2.5 Ethical Issues 
 The study protocol was approved by the Institutional Review Board prior to the 
start of the study. All participants underwent informed consent prior to study enrollment. 
Each individual was assigned a participant number, which was used to label data. 
Therefore, participants’ names and personal identifying information were not associated 
with the collected data. All paper data and consent forms were stored in the lab, in a 
locked filing cabinet.  Electronic data were saved to a secure drive hosted by Drexel 
University. Consent forms were not filed with participant data, to ensure that no 
identifying information was associated with any data file.   
 We attempted to control for any health-related risks associated with the 
intervention by excluding any individuals who had a condition that prohibited them from 
changing their dietary habits or engaging in structured exercise. If participants were 
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taking insulin, they were required to provide a letter from their doctors indicating that 
he/she is aware that they are engaged in a structured weight loss program. There were no 
unforeseen risks or adverse events during this study.  
 Because this is a web-based intervention, participants were not screened in-
person. In order to assess significant psychopathology, a semi-structured interview was 
conducted over the phone by a trained clinician. A plan was made that if an individual 
was determined to have significant psychopathology (either at the screening or 
throughout the course of the intervention), referrals for in-person psychotherapy would be 
provided. A list of national referrals was created for previous studies of remotely-
delivered interventions conducted by our laboratory.  
2.7 Alternative Designs Considered 
A number of different approaches to the design of the study were considered. A waitlist 
control was considered as a comparison group.  However, because of the preliminary 
nature of this research (i.e., no other Internet-delivered intervention has been researched 
for weight regain in this population) as well as concerns with recruitment, it was decided 
that an open trial was a more appropriate design.  
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CHAPTER 3: RESULTS 
3.1 Aim 1: Treatment Development, Feasibility, and Acceptability 
3.1.1 Intervention Recruitment and Enrollment  
A total of 114 potential participants who indicated interest in the study (via a 
recruitment survey, Craigslist ads, flyers, and referrals from other research studies) were 
contacted. Of those 114, 60 were reached by phone or email and provided with further 
information about the study. Of those reached, 8 did not meet eligibility criteria, 20 were 
lost to contact, and 9 were no longer interested in treatment. The remaining twenty-three 
potential participants met eligibility criteria and agreed to join the program. Twenty of 
those who met criteria were enrolled in the program (i.e., completed the baseline 
assessment and tutorial) and 16 of those 20 interacted with the first module (i.e., 
treatment “utilizers”) and were included in analyses. Eleven of these participants 
completed the intervention and post-treatment assessment (i.e., treatment “completers”).  
See CONSORT diagram (Figure 2) for details on screening and enrollment.  
3.1.2 Intervention Participant Characteristics  
Participant demographics are listed in Table 4. Of note, the sample was 
predominantly White and female. Self-reported surgery data (reported in Table 5) 
indicated that the majority of participants received gastric bypass surgery (75%) and 
mean time since surgery was 5.1 ± 1.0 years. 
3.1.3 Program Implementation and Iteration  
 Mean ratings on a 5-point scale from alpha users indicated optimal ease of use 
(5.0 ± 0) and high levels of engagement (4.0 ± 0) and anticipated usefulness to patients 
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(4.0 ± 1.0). Qualitative feedback was also provided and changes to the modules were 
made based on this feedback.  
The program was then implemented in three beta testers, who completed the first 
two modules and first phone coach call prior to the remaining participants beginning the 
program. No problems were observed during this phase of the trial, therefore no changes 
were made.  However, as the first five participants (including the three alpha users) 
progressed throughout the program, it was observed that participants were taking 
approximately twice as long to complete the intervention components than planned (i.e., 
one module per week). Following this observation, several changes were implemented to 
improve adherence to the treatment schedule. These changes included the creation of 
personalized schedules for each participant upon enrollment with checklists for each 
assigned component and structured reminders sent for completion of intervention 
components. During this time, follow-up emails after phone coach calls were also 
implemented to provide a summary of the call and written feedback on food records to 
enhance retention of the content of calls. 
The average time to program completion was 12.2 ± 4.0 weeks. For the first two 
completers (who were both within the first five participants), it took an average of 20.2 ± 
0.1 weeks to complete the program (i.e., twice the intended amount of time). The 
remaining participants (i.e., those who received personalized schedules/checklists and 
structured reminders) took an average of 10.4 ± 0.6 weeks to complete the intervention. 
User feedback was collected throughout participation, as described above. A plan 
was made for changes to be made to the modules as feedback was collected. However, 
there did not appear to be consensus on specific changes suggested by users throughout 
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the trial phase. It was therefore decided to leave the program unchanged to collect 
feedback in its entirety. Qualitative feedback is outlined in Table 6. 
3.1.4 Additional User Data  
Table 7 outlines the average amount of time participants (utilizers and 
completers) spent on each module. The average time spent interacting with each module 
was 26.2 ± 10.2 minutes and ranged from 13.2 ± 3.7 minutes (Module 8) to 43.9 ± 37.2 
minutes (Module 4, likely due to the increased content necessary to introduce the 
complex skill of defusion). Each phone coach call took an average of 16.5 ± 3.6 minutes 
to complete.   
On average, participants answered quiz questions correctly 85.5% of the time, 
indicating adequate understanding and retention of material.   
3.1.5 Feasibility and Acceptability  
  Hypothesis 1: Participants’ ratings of module and program acceptability are listed 
in Tables 8 and 9, respectively. We hypothesized that the mean ratings of acceptability 
for the program would be 4.0 (i.e., between “somewhat” and “very”) out of 5.0.  This 
level of acceptability was observed for overall helpfulness of ABT strategies (4.5 ± 0.8), 
overall satisfaction with the program (4.7 ± 0.6), and confidence in recommending the 
program (4.7 ± 0.6). All individual acceptance based strategies also reached this 
acceptability threshold, except for behavioral flexibility (3.8 ± 0.8). The average ratings 
of individual modules also indicate high acceptability, with 71.1% of participants rating 
them as “very” helpful, 90.6% as “very” easy to use, and 78.7% as “very” engaging.  
 Hypothesis 2: We hypothesized that at least 70% of participants would be retained 
throughout the intervention (i.e., completing 8 of 10 modules). Out of the 20 participants 
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who enrolled in the study (i.e., completed the tutorial and baseline assessment), 12 
participants completed 8 modules (60.0%). However, of participants who utilized the 
modules, 75% meet retention criteria. Points at which dropout occurred are presented in 
Figure 5. 
3.1.6 Technological Interruption  
Hypothesis 3: We hypothesized that participants would be able to access the 
program 90% of the time without technological interruption. However, participants were 
able to view modules 75.2% of the time without reporting technological issues. Types 
and frequencies of technological problems are outlined in Tables 10 and 11, respectively. 
The most commonly cited issue was user activity not being recorded, requiring 
participants to re-enter quiz responses and feedback (i.e., 21.6%).  
Of note, during the course of the intervention, there was a widespread inability to 
run all SCORM content on Coursesites.  During this time, content was hosted on 
Articulate Online. In total, 14.7% of modules were view via Articulate rather than 
Coursessites. 
3.1.7 Treatment Utilization 
 Hypothesis 4: We hypothesized that participants would complete each component 
of the intervention the majority of the time (i.e., 75%). Treatment utilization by treatment 
component is outlined in Table 12. Modules were viewed 100% of the time, as this was 
required for participants to advance within the program. Utilization criteria were met for 
skill builders completed (i.e., 79.8%), weekly self-monitored weights (i.e., 93.8%), and 
weekly self-monitored average calories (i.e., 85.3%). Participants only entered complete 
food records 67.4% of days in the program. However, treatment completers recorded 
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their food intake 74.8% of the time. The discussion board feature was an optional 
component of this intervention. During the program, we observed that no posts were 
made on the discussion board. We received feedback from one participant that it was not 
intuitive to use. Unfortunately, we were unable to modify this feature, as it was a 
component of the Coursesites platform. Instead, we sent out additional instructions to 
participants to facilitate easy usage and encouraged users to try it. We also added an 
additional thread to allow for free-form discussion, rather than only pointed questions. 
However, after these changes, only one participant utilized this feature. 
3.2 Aim 2: Preliminary Effectiveness 
3.2.1 Weight Outcomes 
 Hypothesis 5: We hypothesized that at least 90% of participants would be on a 
weight stabilization or weight loss trajectory from pre- to post-treatment. Among 
treatment completers, 10 out of 11 (i.e., 90.9%) participants demonstrated weight 
stabilization or weight loss.  Including treatment utilizers (who provided at least one 
additional weight after beginning treatment), 93.3% of participants demonstrated weight 
stabilization or weight loss. Treatment completers demonstrated significant weight loss 
from pre- to post-treatment (5.1% ± 5.5%; 5.9 kg ± 6.5 kg, t(10) = 3.02, p = .01). The 
more conservative analysis of including treatment utilizers (using the last weight 
recorded on users’ weight graph) also revealed significant weight loss pre- to post-
intervention (4.2% ± 4.9%; 4.8 kg ± 5.8 kg, t(14) = 3.18, p = .01). Percent weight losses 
for each participant are displayed in Figure 6 and weight trajectories since 2 years prior to 
starting the intervention are shown in Figure 7.   
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3.2.2 Process Variable Outcomes 
 Hypotheses 6 and 7:  Changes in acceptance-based process variables from pre-to 
post-treatment were generally large, in the expected direction and supported hypotheses 
(Table 13). However, mindfulness scores did not evidence improvement. Significant and 
generally medium to large improvements in eating-related variables were also observed 
(Table 14).  
 In addition to the changes in scores on these validated measures, changes were 
also observed on items from our grazing questionnaire. In particular, the percentage of 
participants who endorsed problematic grazing decreased from 36.4% to 9.1% from pre- 
to post-treatment.  In addition, items from the EDE-Q revealed that average frequency of 
loss-of-control eating episodes decreased from 4.3 times to 0.9 times within the previous 
4 weeks (M = 3.36, SD = 6.04, t(10) = 1.85, p = .09). In addition, the percentage of 
participants who endorsed loss of control eating episodes decreased from 63.6% to 27.3% 
pre- to post-treatment.   
Based on food record data, treatment completers who provided calorie data from 
pre- and post-treatment (n = 8) reduced their average daily calorie intake from 1,364.5 ± 
342.7 to 1,227.1 ± 69.6 (M = 137.40, SD = 245.89, t(7) = 1.58, p = .16). However, this 
difference did not reach statistical significance. Self-reported caloric expenditure (based 
on the Paffenbarger physical activity questionnaire) did not improve; in fact, average 
calories expended per week evidenced a small and statistically insignificant decrease 
from 4,048.09 to 3,834.81 kcal/week (M change = 213.28, SD = 2513.93, t(9) = 0.27, p = 
.80).  
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3.2.3. Exploratory Analyses 
Due to our small sample size, we were not able to conduct formal mediation 
analyses.  However, exploratory analyses were conducted to identify potential mediators. 
Correlations between residualized changes in process measures from pre- to mid-
treatment and residualized change in weight from pre- to post-treatment were conducted. 
Pre- to post-treatment weights were used for these analyses rather than mid- to post-
treatments because the majority of weight loss seen in weight control interventions often 
occurs towards the beginning of the intervention. Residualized changes in several of our 
hypothesized mediators were strongly correlated with residualized changes in weight 
including defusion (r = -0.58, p = 0.06), disinhibition (r = 0.55, p = 0.08), reactivity to 
internal cues (r = 0.71, p = 0.02), eating in response to depression (r = 0.63, p = 0.04), 
food cravings (r  = 0.54, p = 0.09) and food-related acceptance (r = -0.50, p = 0.12).   
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CHAPTER 4: DISCUSSION 
 
 The current study provides preliminary support for the use of a remotely-
delivered acceptance-based behavioral intervention for weight regain after bariatric 
surgery. Specifically, our pilot study (n =11) supported the feasibility, acceptability, and 
preliminary effectiveness of this 10-module program.  
4.1 Feasibility and Acceptability of the Remotely-Delivered Acceptance-Based 
Behavioral Intervention  
 Overall, the program proved to be feasible and acceptable, with the vast majority 
of participants rating the program as very helpful, easy to use, and engaging. Of note, 
ratings of helpfulness of ABT strategies were higher in the remotely-delivered program 
compared to the previously described in-person version of the program (i.e., 4.0 vs. 4.5). 
It is possible that the visual presentation along with the ability to re-play explanations of 
these sometimes abstract and difficult to understand concepts facilitated comprehension 
of these skills. However, it is also possible that this difference simply reflects differences 
between these two samples.  
When the helpfulness of individual ABT skills were evaluated, nearly all 
strategies were rated 4.0 or above (i.e., between “somewhat” and “very” helpful). The 
percentage of participants who rated each strategy at least a 4.0 ranged from 90.9% to 
63.6%. Defusion and behavioral flexibility were the lowest rated strategies (i.e., 4.0 and 
3.8, respectively). When delivering acceptance-based interventions, we have found 
defusion, in particular, is a difficult concept to convey. In future iterations of this 
program, it would be beneficial to assess participants’ understanding of these skills more 
directly and provide additional concrete examples of their applications. It may also be 
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helpful to have pre-determined questions to facilitate a discussion of defusion and 
behavioral flexibility to enhance their usefulness to participants during phone coach calls.  
In addition, it may be beneficial to set expectations with future participants by 
emphasizing that they will be presented a range of skills, some of them possibly being 
more helpful to them than others.  
When compared (anecdotally) to our previous experience delivering acceptance-
based skills via clinician, we observed surprising benefits to using an online platform. 
Specifically, abstract concepts that participants in previous interventions had found 
difficult to understand were understood quickly and easily by participants who received 
the material online.  Most likely the demonstration of material via text and images, the 
display of metaphors visually, the interactive exercises, and the opportunity to rewind or 
review this information as much as they desired, facilitated better understanding. It may 
therefore be useful to incorporate technological components (e.g., visual images, slides 
with explanations) to in-person treatment to facilitate delivery and understanding by 
participants. 
In addition, based on user feedback and phone coaches’ experiences, phone coach 
sessions appeared to be critical in enhancing accountability and understanding and 
implementation of delivered skills. In future iterations of the treatment, it may be 
beneficial to provide phone coaches with more structure, including pointed questions to 
ask participants to better assess understanding of skills.  
It is noteworthy that despite the greater-than-predicted technological difficulties, 
acceptability ratings remained high. This result parallels data from other recently-
completed trials of remote treatments, which also suggest that technological problems 
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using these formats tend not to qualitatively disrupt the user’s experience (Goetter et al., 
2013; Yuen et al., 2013b).  The most frequently cited technological problem was users’ 
responses not being recorded by Coursesites. When troubleshooting this issue throughout 
the program, there did not appear to be a single cause of this problem (e.g., web browser, 
user error). As noted, Coursesites as a whole was experiencing widespread difficulties 
with SCORM content and this may have been part of that larger issue. This error did not 
occur when the program was hosted on Articulate Online, further indicating that this 
issue may have been related to systemic problems with Coursesites.   
We predicted that delivering this program remotely would mitigate the poor 
retention seen in this population; however, retention was not optimal. Of the 20 
participants that enrolled (defined as completing the tutorial and baseline assessment), 11 
completed the treatment in its entirety. More work is therefore needed to increase 
engagement in postoperative behavioral programs such as this one. It may be useful to 
emphasize the amount of time patients would be required to directly interact with the 
intervention (as this is less than standard in-person treatments) as well as the potential 
effectiveness in halting and/or reversing weight regain. It may also be important to work 
closely with bariatric surgery centers, and surgeons in particular, to emphasize the utility 
of these interventions. This integration would require education of the multidisciplinary 
teams that work directly with patients on the benefits these programs could provide. It 
may also be useful to integrate programs such as these with surgery clinics as a standard 
part of care. 
However, of those that actually began the program (i.e., interacted with the first 
module), nearly 70% completed the intervention. This relatively high retention rate 
  44       
 
combined with the high ratings of the program further indicate that the program was 
acceptable and feasible.  
4.2 Preliminary Effectiveness 
In addition to proving to be acceptable and feasible, this program proved 
effective: weight regain was halted or reversed in all but one case. Of note, this 
participant experienced several significant life stressors during her participation (e.g., 
significant illness of a family member, loss of employment), presumably affecting her 
ability to devote adequate resources to the program and weight loss behaviors. In 
addition, it took her 20 weeks to complete the program (i.e., twice the intended length 
and nearly twice the average completion time), and therefore did not utilize the program 
as designed. Average weight change (i.e., -5.9 kg) was almost double the amount (-3.3 
kg) experienced by participants in a 6-month post-surgery standard behavioral 
intervention (Kalarchian et al., 2012).  
In addition, mean weight losses reached 5%, a clinically significant weight loss 
shown to improve obesity-related comboridities (Jensen et al., 2014). It is possible that 
this degree of weight loss may reverse the reoccurrence of comorbidities in bariatric 
surgery patients who have regained weight; however, more research is necessary to 
confirm this hypothesis. These weight losses are also notable, given that patients at this 
point post-surgery are on a weight regain trajectory (Sjostrom et al., 2004) and that these 
particular participants’ postoperative weight losses decreased from 26% to 20% in the 
two years leading up to the start of the intervention. The current study results, combined 
with the favorable results from the in-person group version of this program, highlight the 
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potential benefit of incorporating acceptance-based skills when treating post-surgery 
weight gain.   
In addition to significant weight losses, this intervention was successful in 
producing medium to large improvements in eating behaviors that have been implicated 
in post-surgical weight regain. These changes mirrored improvements seen in the in-
person version of this program. As outlined above, particularly large effects were 
observed on disinhibition and internal responsivity to food cues. These factors are 
especially important to target, as the bariatric surgery-seeking population tends to display 
greater disinhibition and responsivity compared to obese individuals seeking lifestyle 
intervention (Gradaschi et al., 2013). Decreased inhibition has also been shown to be 
associated with better postoperative weight outcomes (Burgmer et al., 2005). The 
decreases in grazing behaviors and loss of control eating observed also appear to be 
particularly important, as these behaviors have also been shown to be predictive of post-
surgery weight status (Canetti et al., 2009; Colles et al., 2008). In addition, the moderate 
improvements in food cravings demonstrated parallel results from other acceptance-based 
interventions (Forman et al., 2007; Alberts et al., 2010).  
Results of this pilot study also highlight the potential effectiveness of remotely-
delivered interventions in the post-bariatric surgery population. The effectiveness of this 
program is particularly robust when considering the amount of time participants were 
actively engaged with the intervention. Participants spent an average of 26 minutes on 
weekly modules and 17 minutes every other week with a phone coach, which is 
significantly less time than required by traditional in-person groups or individual sessions 
(i.e., 60-120 min weekly). These data support the efficiency and potential cost-
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effectiveness of this program. In addition, highlighting the minimal amount of time 
necessary to engage with the program may increase the retention of future participants (as 
most of our lost participants dropped out prior to engaging with the intervention).  
4.3 Possible Mechanisms of Action 
The goal of this acceptance-based treatment was to emphasize engaging in goal-
directed behaviors that are in line with one’s values in spite of non-preferred internal 
experiences, such as those that lead to dietary inadherence. The intervention provided 
participants with acceptance and mindfulness skills that aimed to increase the capacity to 
experience less desirable internal states (e.g., hunger, wanting of food, food cravings) and 
therefore better allow participants to engage in valued behaviors. There were, in fact, 
significant changes in self-reported utilization of acceptance-based variables, including 
increased use of defusion and increased food-related and physical activity-related 
acceptance.  
 In addition, exploratory analyses suggest that improvements in these acceptance-
based variables, including defusion and food-related acceptance, were associated with 
weight loss. Food-related acceptance was shown to be a mediator of weight change in 
those with high levels of emotional eating in our above-described RCT (Forman et al., 
2013). However, with the small sample size and without formal mediation analyses it is 
impossible to conclude that the integration of specialized psychological strategies were 
responsible (or necessary) for the observed weight outcomes.    
4.5 User Feedback and Treatment Refinement   
 Several participants recommended that this program be offered at the start of the 
bariatric surgery process (possibly prior to undergoing surgery), in order to build skills at 
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the outset that would prevent weight regain from occurring in the first place. However, 
one participant noted that it was helpful for him to struggle on his own in order for him to 
realize that he needed the additional help and to be diligent with adherence to weight 
control behaviors. In fact, previous research with this population indicates that patients 
are less likely to utilize a behavioral intervention if it is offered pre-surgery compared to 
post-surgery (Leahey, Bond, Irwin, Crowther, & Wing, 2009). Other research has shown 
minimal effects of a behavioral intervention implemented during the first four months 
after surgery (Sarwer et al., 2012), with no differences in weight at follow-up between 
12-24 months post-surgery. The authors highlighted the especially strong physiological 
effects of surgery during the initial weight loss phase as one of the reasons for this lack of 
significant effect of behavioral treatment.  
 Some users indicated that the focus on basic behavioral strategies felt like a waste 
of time and even condescending because they already had a strong understanding of this 
information. This is not surprising, as many patients who undergo bariatric surgery are 
“dieting veterans” who have a great deal of experience with non-surgical weight loss 
treatment (Gibbons et al., 2006). We did not collect data on the types of previous weight 
loss attempts participants previously engaged in (e.g., self-directed vs. lifestyle 
intervention), though this information may be especially useful in future implementations 
of this program.  On the other hand, other participants noted the usefulness of being 
reminded of these standard behavioral strategies, despite already knowing them. In future 
iterations of this program, it may be helpful to implement an adaptive approach, whereby 
participants’ performance on a pre-test assessing prior knowledge of these behaviors 
determine what, if any, behavioral skills are presented. However, as noted above, it may 
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be important to present these skills even if they are already well understood, to increase 
their salience and the likelihood that they are utilized. Perhaps the intervention could be 
tailored such that participants with pre-existing knowledge of a strategy only receive a 
brief review in the form of a handout, whereas those without pre-existing knowledge 
would receive a comprehensive overview within the module and an assigned skill builder 
targeting that behavior.  
 It may also be beneficial to increase the utilization of the discussion board feature 
to increase support and motivation among future participants. We initially received 
feedback that the feature was not intuitive to use. After sending more detailed instructions 
and encouraging participants to use it, only one participant created a post. It is possible 
that for the discussion board to be a useful feature, more participants are required 
(especially since participation in this trial was staggered). In future iterations of this 
program, it may be helpful to implement a moderator to generate new posts and reinforce 
engagement by users. Requiring participants to post at least one post per week may also 
facilitate utilization. However, focus groups have indicated that although participants are 
interested in viewing discussion board posts, they are less likely to desire to post 
themselves. Attempts to enhance engagement on the discussion board may not be 
necessary, as the program was shown to be acceptable and effective without use of this 
feature. 
4.5 Implications for Patient Selection   
As noted above, it appeared that the majority of our participants were aware of 
standard behavioral weight control behaviors (e.g., self-monitoring, portion control, 
stimulus control).  However, these patients reported difficulties enacting these behaviors 
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over the long-term. These observations provide further support for the integration of 
psychological skills to better enable patients finding it difficult to continuously engage in 
weight control behaviors. Thus, this intervention may be particularly well-suited for 
patients who have the knowledge of standard behavioral skills, but have difficulty 
engaging in these behaviors over the long-term. For patients who have not learned or 
implemented behavioral strategies previously may benefit (at least initially) from a 
standard behavioral approach. However, more research (with formal moderation 
analyses) is necessary to better inform patient selection for this intervention.  
4.6 Limitations 
Due to the exploratory nature of the current research topic, an open trial was an 
appropriate design.  However, the lack of a control means that observed outcomes cannot 
be definitely attributed to any particular aspect of our intervention. As discussed above, 
the intervention contained a number of nonspecific and behavioral components (e.g., self-
monitoring) that may have effects independent of the psychological strategies delivered. 
The current approach is to build the most effective treatment possible and then use the 
collected data to inform the development of future studies, including randomized 
controlled trials. It should be noted that because follow-up data are not available for our 
sample, it is impossible to determine the duration of effects post-intervention. Therefore, 
greater follow-up time is needed to assess the durability of the effects demonstrated at 
post-treatment. Also, weights were self-measured using home scales, rather than being 
measured by trained assessors using the same scale. However, as noted previously, self-
reported weights in bariatric surgery patients have been shown to be accurate (Christian 
et al., 2013). It should also be noted that because treatment acceptability was assessed at 
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post-treatment, acceptability ratings might be confounded with treatment response. In 
addition, the generalizability of our results may suffer due to our small sample size and 
the fact that we recruited individuals mostly living in close proximity to the Philadelphia 
area (and many who received surgery from the same hospital).  
4.7 Future Directions 	   As discussed above, future research is necessary to provide additional support for 
the acceptability and effectiveness of this intervention, including trials with more 
participants, who are drawn from a variety of surgery centers. In addition, future research 
is needed to better understand which aspects of the remote intervention are necessary. For 
example, it may be that having an online platform for self-monitoring is sufficient to 
produce weight loss, or that receiving psychological skills and interactions with phone 
coaches enhance outcomes. It may also be useful to compare remote interventions that 
provide opportunities for interaction within modules (as was present in this study) 
compared to those that do not allow of interaction (e.g., viewing presentations delivered 
online with text and voiceover).  
4.8 Conclusions 
This study provided support of a remotely-delivered acceptance-based behavioral 
program. Given the increased popularity of bariatric surgery, it will be important to 
improve and refine interventions targeting weight regain. Standard behavioral 
interventions may be beneficial, but given the specific challenges faced by these patients 
(i.e., return of internal experiences that make weight control particularly difficult), they 
likely need additional strategies. It will be important to continue to refine recruitment and 
retention techniques as attrition continue to remain a significant barrier in the bariatric 
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surgery population. Overall, this study is a meaningful additional step in this preliminary 
line of research, indicating feasibility and acceptability of a remotely-delivered 
acceptance-based behavioral intervention targeting weight regain in postoperative 
patients. Preliminary effectiveness was also indicated, with decreases in weight regain 
and improvements in maladaptive eating behaviors observed.  	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APPENDIX A: Tables and Figures 	  
Table 1 
Summary of Post-Surgery Intervention Outcomes  
 
Authors 
(year) 
Participants Time 
Post-
Surgery 
Intervention  Weight Outcomes Other Outcomes 
Case Studies 
Engstrom 
(2007) 
n = 1 (41 y.o. 
female) 
13 weeks 8 sessions addressing:  
• mindful eating 
• behavioral techniques (e.g., 
stimulus control, eating meals 
on a schedule, self-monitoring) 
• goal of “satisfaction” rather 
than “fullness” after eating 
Weight loss of 48 lb 9 
weeks after the beginning 
of treatment and a total of 
95 lb lost 30 weeks post-
treatment.  
 
• Significant decreases in 
grazing and emotional eating 
and significant increases in 
mindfulness. 
• Diabetes was resolved. 
Kalarchian et 
al. (2007) 
n = 1 (57 y.o. 
female) 
Not 
reported 
17 session (12 1hr face-to-fact; 5 
30 min telephone) behavioral 
intervention based on Diabetes 
Prevention Program (DPP) 
including: 
• self monitoring 
• psychoeducation on nutrition, 
physical activity 
• stimulus control 
• problem solving 
Pre- to post-treatment 
weight loss of 13 lb.  
 
Decrease in BDI score. 
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Authors 
(year) 
Participants Time 
Post-
Surgery 
Intervention  Weight Outcomes Other Outcomes 
Open Trials 
Leahey et al. 
(2008) 
n = 7  
 
• All met 
revised 
criteria for 
binge eating 
disorder 
• 6/7 depressed 
2-11 
years (M 
= 5.7) 
10 weekly, 75 min group sessions 
targeting binging and emotional 
eating through the use of: 
• CBT techniques (e.g., cognitive 
restructuring, identifying 
“triggers and patterns” of 
overeating) 
• Mindfulness techniques (e.g., 
increasing awareness of 
emotions/bodily cues, mindful 
eating exercises) 
Mean weight loss of 14.9 
lb (SD = 11.1). 
 
Increases in restraint and 
decreases in eating urges in 
response to emotions and 
number of loss of control eating 
episodes. 
Carducci 
(2010) 
n = 8 (4 
completers) 
At least 
2 years 
12 weekly, 2 hr group sessions 
targeting diet and exercise  
Mean weight loss of 1.77 
kg (SD = 7.39). 
Large effect sizes seen in 
changes in cardioresp. 
endurance, social support, and 
“self-regulation for exercise 
goal setting.”  
Faria et al. 
(2010) 
n = 30 At least 
2 years 
(M = 4.0 
years) 
6 nutritional sessions spanning 3 
months encouraging: 
• Consumption of a low-
glycemic, ~1400 kcal/day diet 
• Physical activity 3x/day for 30 
min 
• Average weight loss of 
2.8 kg  
• Weight loss 
demonstrated in 86% of 
participants  
 
Stewart et al. 
(2010) 
n = 13 (6 
completers) 
At least 
18 mo 
8 weekly, 90 min group sessions 
utilizing:  
• CBT techniques (e.g., cognitive 
restructuring, stimulus control) 
• Motivational interviewing 
techniques (e.g., goal setting) 
Mean self-report changes 
in weight: 4 lb (0-6 lb).  
 
• Participants reported feeling 
more “on track” with a high 
level of confidence for 
maintaining changes executed 
during treatment. 
• Positive qualitative feedback 
regarding acceptability of 
treatment. 
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Authors 
(year) 
Participants Time 
Post-
Surgery 
Intervention  Weight Outcomes Other Outcomes 
Randomized Controlled Trials 
Tucker et al. 
(1991) 
n = 32 (17 in tx 
group, 15 in 
control group) 
--- • Tx Group: Mailed printed 
lessons every 2 weeks for 24 
weeks with information on 
nutrition, physical activity, and 
behavioral strategies 
• Control Group: “Minimal 
intervention” (no details given) 
No significant differences 
in weight outcomes 
between the treatment 
group and control group.  
 
Tx group reported greater 
frequency of physical activity, 
less fat consumption, and more 
positive relationships compared 
to control group.  
Papalazarou 
et al. (2010) 
n = 37 Enrolled 
at time 
of 
surgery 
• Tx Group: 40 min ind. sessions 
covering standard behavioral 
topics (e.g., stimulus control, 
goal setting, self-monitoring) at 
assessments with surgery team 
• Control Group: Usual care, i.e., 
a total of 30 assessments with 
surgery team over the course of 
3 years (frequency tapered as 
time from surgery increased) 
• Tx: 84.4 ± 3.9 kg at 12 
mos; 83.0 ± 3.3 kg at 24 
mos; 84.2 ± 3.3 kg at 36 
mos.  
• Control: 98.4 ± 4.4 kg 
at 12 mos; 101. 9 ± 5.3 
kg at 24 mos; 102.5 ± 
3.5 kg at 36 mos 
• Significant differences 
in weight at all time 
points between tx and 
control groups 
• Increased fruit and vegetable 
intake and decreased sweets 
intake in tx group compared to 
control  
• Better scores on Dutch Eating 
Behavior Questionniare, 
Restraint and External eating 
scales in tx vs. control group 
Kalarchian et 
al. (2012) 
n = 36 (18 in tx 
group, 18 in 
control group) 
At least 
3 years 
(M = 6.6 
years) 
• Tx Group: 6 month behavioral 
weight loss intervention 
including 12 weekly 1 hr group 
meetings and 5 bi-weekly 
phone “coaching sessions” 
• Control Group: Wait-list 
control 
• Tx: -3.3 kg (SD = 8.1) 
at 6 mos; -3.6 kg (SD = 
9.6) at 12 mos 
• Control: -1.3 kg (SD = 
6.8) at 6 mos; -0.6 kg 
(SD = 6.7) at 12 mos 
 
Ninjamkin et 
al. (2012) 
n = 144 (72 in tx 
group, 72 in 
control group) 
M = 6 
months ± 
6 weeks  
• Tx Group: 6, 90 min group 
sessions every other week 
including nutrition, lifestyle, 
and behavioral topics w/ ability 
to seek additional meetings 
with nutritionists and 
psychologists 
• Tx: -79.60 ± 15.48% 
excess weight from pre-
surgery to 12 mos. post-
surgery  
• Control: -63.76 ± 
14.24% excess weight 
• Greater amounts of physical 
activity displayed in tx group 
vs. control group  
• Greater protein intake in tx 
group vs. control group 
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Authors 
(year) 
Participants Time 
Post-
Surgery 
Intervention  Weight Outcomes Other Outcomes 
• Control group: Received 
printed materials on achieving a 
healthy lifestyle 
Sarwer et al. 
(2012)  n = 84 (41 in tx 
group, 43 in 
control group) 
Enrolled 
at time 
of 
surgery 
• Tx group: 8 bi-weekly sessions 
(i.e., over 4 mos) with 
dieticians in-person or via 
telephone (Note: mean sessions 
completed were 2.5 ± 2 and 
only 28 participants completed 
at least 1 session)  
• Control group: standard care 
% Weight loss since 
surgery  
• Treatment group:  
4 mos: 20.7 ± 1.1% 
6 mos: 26.1 ± 1.5% 
12 mos: 32.3 ± 2.0% 
18 mos: 33.5 ± 2.5% 
24 mos: 32.4 ± 2.4%  
• Control group: 
4 mos: 18.5 ± 1.1% 
6 mos: 23.5 ± 1.5% 
12 mos: 32.4 ± 2.0% 
18 mos: 34.7 ± 2.5% 
24 mos: 33.6 ± 2.5% 
Compared to control, tx 
displayed: 
• Significantly greater increases 
in cognitive restraint up to 18 
mos 
• Significantly greater decreases 
in hunger at 4 mos 
• Non-significant greater 
decreases in disinhibition at 
all time points 
• Non-significant lower 
consumption of calories, 
sweets and fat and increased 
intake of protein  
Ogden, 
Hollywood, 
& Pring 
(2015) 
n = 162 (82 in tx 
group, 80 in 
control group) 
Enrolled 
at the 
time of 
surgery 
• Tx group: 3, 50 min sessions 
with a health psychologist 
consisting of support and 
coaching related to eating 
behavior, emotional eating, and 
self-esteem 
Change in BMI 1 year 
post-surgery: 
o Tx group: -16.6 
o Control group: -16.4  
(Differences were not 
statistically 
significant) 
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Table 2 
Outline of Module Content 
 
Session Acceptance-Based  
Behavioral Content 
Standard Behavioral Content 
1 • Limitations of experiential 
control/creative hopelessness 
• Introduction to self-monitoring 
of food intake and weight 
2 • Acceptance as the alternative 
to control 
• Introduction to willingness 
• Energy balance 
• Keeping track of calories 
• Weight graph 
• Post-Surgical Nutrition 
Information 
 
 
 
 
3 • Review of acceptance and 
willingness 
• Willingness skills continued 
• Values clarification 
• Physical activity guidelines 
  
  4 • Incorporating values into 
behavior  
• Challenges of obesogenic 
environment 
• Portion control 
  5 • Defusion 
• Strategies to help defuse and 
increase willingness 
• Handling holidays and weekends 
  6 • Defusion review 
• The problem of mindless 
eating 
• Mindful-decision making 
• Protein intake after surgery 
  
  7 • Willingness Revisited: 
Behavioral Flexibility 
• Grazing 
8 • Urge surfing • Slowing down your eating 
• Decreasing fat intake 
 
 
9 • Review of major concepts • Lapse vs. relapse 
10 • Congratulations and 
Continued Commitment 
• Responding to Decreased 
Motivation in the Long-
Term 
• Final Review of Concepts  
- 
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Table 3  
List of Measures  
Measures Baseline Mid-
Tx 
Post-
Tx 
Outcome Variables    
Weight X X X 
Treatment Acceptability Questionnaire   X 
Process Variables    
Dietary intake (via MyFitnessPal output) X X X 
Emotional Eating Scale (EES) X X X 
Eating Disorder Examination Questionnaire (EDE-Q) X X X 
Grazing Questionnaire  X X X 
Eating Inventory X X X 
Food Cravings Questionnaire-Trait  X X X 
Philadelphia Mindfulness Scale (PHLMS) X X X 
Food-Related Acceptance and Action Questionnaire 
(FAAQ) 
X X X 
Drexel Defusion Scale (DDS) X X X 
Physical Activity Acceptance Questionnaire (PAAQ)  X X X 
Paffenbarger Physical Activity Questionnaire X X X 
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Table 4 
Participant Demographics  
 
   Mean ± SD or 
% of Sample 
Age (yr) 54.3 ± 12.1 
Completers 50.7 ± 13.7 
Utilizers 59.2 ± 5.3  
Enrolled only  58.0 ±12.9 
Women (%) 85.0% 
Completers 72.7% 
Utilizers 100% 
Enrolled only  100% 
White (%) 80.0% 
Completers 81.8% 
Utilizers 80.0% 
Enrolled only  75.0% 
African American (%) 20.0% 
Completers 18.2% 
Utilizers 20.0% 
Enrolled only  25.0% 
Married or living with partner (%) 55.0% 
Completers 54.5% 
Utilizers 80.0% 
Enrolled only  25.0% 
Employed Full-Time (%) 60.0% 
Completers 54.5% 
Utilizers 60.0% 
Enrolled only  75.0% 
Previous Psychological Treatment (%) 50.0% 
Completers 45.5% 
Utilizers 80.0% 
Enrolled only  25.0% 
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Table 5 
Self-reported Surgery Data 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 Percentage, n or Mean ± 
SD 
Gastric bypass (%) 75.0%, n  = 15  
Completers 72.7%, n = 8 
Utilizers 80.0%, n = 4 
Enrolled only  75.0%, n = 3 
Gastric sleeve (%) 15.0%, n = 3 
Completers 27.3%, n = 3 
Utilizers 0% 
Enrolled only  0% 
Gastric banding (%) 10.0%, n = 2 
Completers 0% 
Utilizers 20.0%, n = 1 
Enrolled only  25.0%, n = 1 
Time since surgery (yr) 5.1 ± 1.0 
Completers 5.1 ± 1.1 
Utilizers 5.5 ± 0.7 
Enrolled only 4.6 ± 1.1 
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Table 6 
User Feedback by Module 
 
* indicates this feedback was provided by more than one user 
 
Module Strengths Weaknesses Suggestions for change 
1 • Basic, not overly complex 
• Not needing to go to a group 
• Hopeful, looking forward to next 
module 
• Food diary component  
• Pacing 
• Module length 
• Information about the combination of 
biology and environment  
• Confirmation that hunger/cravings 
can return after surgery is a common 
experience 
• Already knew the information  
• Still thinking about food after the 
experiential exercise; it created a craving 
• Prefer to use a book/write down 
information  
• Tone down the descriptions of tempting food 
to prevent creating cravings in the moment 
and/or provide a strategy right then to 
respond to the craving 
 
2 • Informative  
• Even if/only if 
• Engaging * 
• Use of video of the narrator  
• Required responses facilitated 
understanding 
• Helpful information, but questions ability 
to act on it  
• Willingness content was patronizing, as 
the minority of Americans who are not 
obese or overweight are not necessarily 
that way because of this skill; doubting 
that willingness can override innate drive 
to maintain set-point weight  
• Food examples too extreme, fostering idea 
of “good” vs. “bad” food, not taking into 
account more subtle variations  
• Add the information on self-monitoring, 
weighing and measuring food to the first 
module 
 
 
 
 
3 • Comprehensive 
• Helpful 
• Well developed, presents information 
• Feels pressure when given exercise goal 
(though recognizes that it is necessary) 
• Does not believe that willingness, 
• Increase diversity of characters (gender, race, 
culture, age) 
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in a new and interesting way, making 
it enjoyable  
• Skills are helping to change eating 
behavior  
acceptance and values will not help 
override the discomfort of hunger and 
biological drive to eat 
• Technical issues * 
• Lack of male characters, female character 
does not appear to need to lose weight  
• Did not want to throw away food in 
experiential exercise 
 
4 • Brought to the forefront of the mind 
helpful information that already 
knew, but needed to incorporate  
• Good ideas for adding low calorie 
foods to environment 
• Skill of short-term vs. long-term 
mind was helpful 
• Typos, grammatical errors  
• Not enough information; advice is too 
general 
• Already know this information, concerned 
about applying it when external factors 
make it difficult to do so (e.g., medication, 
pain, tiredness) 
• Discussion of values and behaviors were 
too black and white  
• Tempo was fast and module was short 
compared to other modules (though 
covered the material well) 
• Variations in volume throughout the 
module 
- 
 
5 • Very helpful  
• These skills can be applied to other 
life domains 
•  “Just do it” skill 
• Module was helpful for staying on 
track and going to the gym 
• Defusion is not effective for making 
accurate thoughts/interpretations “go 
away”; will not be effective for addressing 
hunger pangs 
• Would have been helpful to have this 
module earlier as it addressed topics that 
were relevant (to this particular 
participant) a week earlier 
• There is a lot of information in this 
module compared to others 
• Separate defusion topic from 
weekends/vacations topic (due to too much 
information in one module) 
 
 
6 • Protein information was useful • Believes deeper brain processes will • Include a printable reference sheet for protein 
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• Helpful* always beat out frontal lobe decision 
making, especially over the long-term 
• This module was not helpful for vegans  
information 
• Rather than encouraging consumption of 
lunch meat (which has preservatives), 
encourage to make extra meat at dinner to 
take for lunch  
7 • Very helpful • The circles used to indicate selection of 
items were awkward and choices would 
de-select 
• Due dates were short due to schedule and 
date of phone coach session, not allowing 
to practice the skills and record outcomes 
• Skills are running together at this stage of 
the program, has forgotten earlier skills  
• Stagger due dates to allow for more time to 
practice and record skills (e.g., have 
participants complete the online portion two 
days before the skill builder is due) 
• Include summary sheet of all techniques (e.g., 
terms and definitions) 
 
8 - • Typo* 
• Audio was choppy  
• Urge surfing technique was not helpful  
- 
9 • Tips were helpful  
• Appreciated topic of lapses  
• Good “wrap up/reminder”  
•  Does not think “frontal lobe cognitive 
strategies” will overcome hunger pangs 
(vs. hedonic hunger) especially in the 
long-term 
- 
10 • Best module 
• Appreciate new habits established 
during the program 
• Program was helpful* 
• Program was interesting 
• Printable handout of summary of 
skills was helpful  
• Different modes of learning were 
used throughout the program 
• Would prefer that the program was longer 
than 10 weeks  
• Prefers to use term goals rather than 
values  
• Increase program length, or offer the ability 
to come back and review modules ~ once per 
month or a check-in  
• Include this program as part of the pre-
surgery preparation  
 
 
General • Components listed as most helpful: 
o Mindful decision-making* 
o Acceptance* 
• Components listed as least helpful: 
o Defusion*  
o Willingness  
• A biological treatment would be more 
effective 
• Decrease presentation of obvious nutritional 
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o Phone coach* 
o Self-monitoring* 
o Physical activity 
o Normalization of urges 
o Pattern smashing 
o Reminder of importance of 
weight control behaviors 
o Values 
o Mindfulness 
o Short-term vs. long-term 
o Pattern smashing 
o Distinguishing values from goals 
o Urge surfing 
o Skill builders 
information (at times it felt being talked down 
to) 
• Include ways to cope with poor body image  
• Offer the program from the beginning of the 
surgery process 
• Offer the program after follow-ups with 
surgeons are completed 
• Add longer-term check-ins  
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Table 7 
Time (minutes) Treatment Utilizers Spent Interacting with Modules 
 
 Mean SD 
Module 1 19.7 6.1 
Module 2 30.2 15.6 
Module 3 37.1 45.1 
Module 4 43.9 37.2 
Module 5 28.2 10.7 
Module 6 27.5 17.9 
Module 7 31.8 34.2 
Module 8 15.2 5.8 
Module 9 13.2 3.7 
Module 10 15.5 4.7 
Total  26.2 10.2 
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Table 8 
Module Acceptability for all Treatment Utilizers  
 
 Helpfulness Ease of use Engaging  
Module 1    
Very  31.3% 86.7% 66.7% 
Somewhat 68.8% 13.3% 33.3% 
Not at all 0% 0% 0% 
Module 2    
Very  73.3% 93.3% 80.0% 
Somewhat 20% 6.7% 13.3% 
Not at all 6.7% 0% 6.7% 
Module 3    
Very  53.8% 92.3% 61.5% 
Somewhat 38.5% 7.7% 30.8% 
Not at all 7.7% 0% 7.7% 
Module 4    
Very  76.9% 92.3% 76.9% 
Somewhat 23.1% 7.7% 15.4% 
Not at all 0% 0% 7.7% 
Module 5    
Very  92.3% 92.3% 92.3% 
Somewhat 7.7% 7.7% 0% 
Not at all 0% 0% 7.7% 
Module 6    
Very  75.0% 91.7% 83.3% 
Somewhat 25.0% 8.3% 16.7% 
Not at all 0% 0% 0% 
Module 7    
Very  83.3% 75.0% 83.3% 
Somewhat 8.3% 25.0% 16.7% 
Not at all 8.3% 0% 0% 
Module 8    
Very  66.7% 91.7% 83.3% 
Somewhat 25.0% 8.3% 8.3% 
Not at all 8.3% 0% 8.3% 
Module 9    
Very  81.8% 100% 72.7% 
Somewhat 9.1% 0% 18.2% 
Not at all 9.1% 0% 9.1% 
Module 10    
Very  90.9% 90.9% 90.9% 
Somewhat 9.1% 9.1% 9.1% 
Not at all  0% 0% 0% 
Total    
Very  71.1% 90.6% 78.7% 
Somewhat 25.0% 9.4% 16.5% 
Not at all 3.9% 0% 4.7% 
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Table 9 
Program Acceptability (treatment completers) 
 
 Range Mean ± SD 
Helpfulness of acceptance-based 
strategies  
3.0 – 5.0 4.5 ± 0.8 
Acceptance 3.0 – 5.0 4.5 ± 0.7 
Willingness 3.0 – 5.0 4.5 ± 0.8 
Values 2.0 – 5.0 4.1 ± 0.9 
Defusion 2.0 – 5.0 4.0 ± 1.2 
Mindful Decision-Making 3.0 – 5.0 4.7 ± 0.6 
Behavioral flexibility 3.0 – 5.0  3.8 ± 0.8 
Satisfaction with approach to weight 
loss/maintenance  
3.0 – 5.0 4.7 ± 0.6 
Confidence in recommending 
program to a friend 
3.0 – 5.0 4.7 ± 0.6 
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Table 10 
Frequency of Technical Issues by Module 
 
Module Frequency 
1 25.0% 
2 13.3% 
3 50.0% 
4 30.8% 
5 15.4% 
6 16.7% 
7 41.7% 
8 8.3% 
9 27.3% 
10 18.2% 
Total 24.8% 
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Table 11 
Types of Technical Issues Reported by Users 
 
Type Percentage 
Activity did not record 21.6% 
Audiovisual problems 16.2% 
Problems with interactivity components 13.5% 
Difficulty access module 10.8% 
Difficulty with quizzes 10.8% 
Difficulty entering feedback 10.8% 
Module quit or froze 8.1% 
User error 5.4% 
Slides did not advance automatically 2.7% 
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Table 12 
Treatment Utilization   
 Percent complete 
Self-monitoring: 
Food intake 
(daily) 
67.4% 
Completers 74.8% 
Utilizers 49.0% 
Self-monitoring: 
Weight (weekly) 
93.8% 
Completers 95.5% 
Utilizers 84.2% 
Self-monitoring: 
Calories (weekly) 
85.3% 
Completers 85.5% 
Utilizers 84.2% 
Skill Builders 79.8% 
Completers 83.6% 
Utilizers 57.9% 
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Table 13 
Pairwise Comparisons for Acceptance-Based Variables from Pre- to Post-Treatment 
Self-Report 
Measures 
Pre-Tx 
Mean 
SD Post-Tx 
Mean 
SD t p Cohen’s 
d 
PHLMS 73.91 9.70 73.82 9.95 0.04 0.97 0.01 
DDS 27.54 11.76 35.72 6.66 -2.91 0.02* 0.86 
FAAQ 38.91 7.66 52.55 10.60 -3.90 <0.01** 1.47 
PAAQ 45.55 13.58 54.27 11.67 -2.22 0.05  
 
0.69 
 
 
 
* p < 0.05 
** p < 0.01 
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Table 14 
Pairwise Comparisons for Maladaptive Eating Behavior from Pre- to Post-Treatment 
 
Self-Report 
Measures 
Pre-Tx 
Mean 
SD Post-Tx 
Mean 
SD t p Cohen’s 
d 
TFEQDisinhibition 8.27 4.24 5.55 2.84 2.89 0.02* 0.75 
TFEQRestraint 19.09 3.99 25.82 3.34 -3.98 <0.01** 1.83 
TFEQCogRestraint 12.37 3.23 17.55 2.34 -4.08 <0.01** 1.84 
TFEQExternal 2.27 1.79 1.73 1.27 1.60 0.14 0.35 
TFEQInternal  4.36 2.58 2.27 1.74 2.96 0.01* 0.95 
EESAnger 22.91 9.43 20.64 7.09 1.24 0.25 0.27 
EESAnxiety 23.27 8.27 18.91 5.05 2.92 0.02* 0.64 
EESDepression 14.18 6.97 11.00 4.84 1.93 0.08 o 0.53 
FCQTTotal 121.45 36.72 100.91 30.74 1.66 0.13 0.61 
FCQTIntent 11.45 4.32 8.73 3.52 1.84 0.10 0.69 
FCQTAntPos 14.91 7.03 11.91 5.05 1.84 0.10 0.49 
FCQTAntNeg 8.55 4.46 7.09 3.05 1.27 0.23 0.38 
FCQTLackControl 18.45 8.64 13.09 3.62 1.77 0.11 0.81 
FCQTThoughtsPos 18.82 10.10 15.64 5.92 0.89 0.40 0.38 
FCQTHungerPhysio 11.82 5.06 12.91 2.55 -0.94 0.37 0.27 
FCQTEmotionsNeg 13.00 6.25 11.09 4.87 1.25 0.24 0.34 
FCQTCuesEnvironment 12.27 5.10 10.64 4.30 1.11 0.29 0.35 
FCQTGuilt 12.18 5.10 9.82 3.49 1.48 0.17 0.54 
 
 
 
TFEQ, Three-Factor Eating Questionnaire; CogRestraint, Cognitive Restraint; EES, Emotional Eating Scale; FCQT, Food Craving 
Questionnaire-Trait; Intent, Intention/planning to eat; AntPos, Anticipation of positive reinforcement from eating; AntNeg, 
Anticipation of negative reinforcement from eating; LackControl, Lack of control over eating; Thoughts = thoughts/preoccupations 
with food; Emotion = Emotions experienced before/during food cravings/eating; CuesEnvironment, Cues for cravings; Guilt = Guilt 
from having/eating in response to cravings. 
o p < 0.10 * p < 0.05 ** p < 0.01 
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Table 15 
Correlations between residualized change in weight and residualized changes in process 
variables  
 
 r p 
Acceptance-Based 
Variables 
  
PHLMS -0.05 0.88 
DDS -0.58 0.06 o 
FAAQ -0.50 0.12 
PAAQ -0.41 0.22 
Eating Related Variables   
TFEQDisinhibition 0.55 0.08 o 
TFEQRestraint -0.06 0.87 
TFEQCogRestraint -0.21 0.54 
TFEQExternal 0.18 0.59 
TFEQInternal  0.71 0.02* 
EESAnger 0.16 0.65 
EESAnxiety 0.10 0.78 
EESDepression 0.63 0.04* 
FCQTTotal 0.54 0.09 o 
FCQTIntent 0.59 0.06 o 
FCQTAntPos 0.48 0.14 
FCQTAntNeg 0.50 0.12 
FCQTLackControl 0.25 0.46 
FCQTThoughtsPos 0.61 0.05 o 
FCQTHungerPhysio 0.34 0.31 
FCQTEmotionsNeg 0.56 0.07 o 
FCQTCuesEnvironment 0.29 0.39 
FCQTGuilt 0.08 0.81 
 
o p < 0.10 * p < 0.05  
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Figure 1 
Screenshots from Modules 
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Figure 2 
Example Weight Graph 
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Figure 3 
Study Procedures  
 
Week 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
Assessment X     X     X 
Treatment  Weekly 
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Figure 4 
Consort Diagram 
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Figure 5 
Participant Dropout by Module 	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Figure 6  
Percent Weight Change from Pre- to Post-Treatment by Participant  	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Figure 7 
Mean Weight Change Since Surgery from 2 Years Pre-Treatment to Post-Treatment  
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APPENDIX B: Study Measures 	  FCQ-­‐T	  
 
Below is a list of comments made by people about their eating habits.  In the space to the left, 
please write the letter indicating how frequently these comments would be true for you in general 
(in other words, within the past week). Please respond to each item as honestly as possible. 
 
Never or Rarely  Sometimes  Often  Usually  Always 
Not applicable 
 
(1)   (2)        (3)    (4)      (5)      (6) 
 
____  1.   Being with someone who is eating often makes me hungry.        
____  2.   When I crave something, I know I won't be able to stop eating once I start. 
____  3.   If I eat what I am craving, I often lose control and eat too much. 
____  4.   I hate it when I give into cravings.  
____  5. Food cravings invariably make me think of ways to get what I want to eat. 
____  6. I feel like I have food on my mind all the time. 
____  7. I often feel guilty for craving certain foods. 
____  8. I find myself preoccupied with food. 
____  9. I eat to feel better.  
____  10. Sometimes, eating makes things seem just perfect. 
____  11. Thinking about my favorite foods makes my mouth water. 
____  12. I crave foods when my stomach is empty. 
____  13. I feel as if my body asks me for certain foods. 
____  14. I get so hungry that my stomach seems like a bottomless pit.  
____  15. Eating what I crave makes me feel better. 
____  16. When I satisfy a craving I feel less depressed. 
____  17. When I eat what I am craving I feel guilty about myself. 
____  18. Whenever I have cravings, I find myself making plans to eat. 
____  19. Eating calms me down. 
____  20. I  crave foods when I feel bored, angry, or sad.  
____  21. I feel less anxious after I eat. 
____  22. If I get what I am craving I cannot stop myself from eating it.  
____  23. When I crave certain foods, I usually try to eat them as soon as I can. 
____  24. When I eat what I crave I feel great. 
____  25. I have no will power to resist my food crave. 
____  26. Once I start eating, I have trouble stopping. 
____  27. I can't stop thinking about eating no matter how hard I try.  
____  28. I spend a lot of time thinking about whatever it is I will eat next.  
____  29. If I give in to a food craving, all control is lost. 
____ 30. When I’m stressed out, I crave food. 
____  31. I daydream about food. 
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____  32. Whenever I have a food craving, I  keep on thinking about eating until I actually  
 eat the food.  
____  33. If I am craving something, thoughts of eating it consume me.  
____  34. My emotions often make me want to eat. 
____  35. Whenever I go to a buffet I end up eating more that what I needed. 
____  36. It is hard for me to resist the temptation to eat appetizing foods that are in my  reach. 
____  37. When I am with someone who is overeating, I usually overeat too.  
____  38. When I eat food, I feel comforted. 
____ 39. I crave foods when I’m upset. 
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 Food-­‐Related	  Acceptance	  and	  Action	  Questionnaire	  	  	  Directions:	  below	  you	  will	  find	  a	  list	  of	  statements.	  	  Please	  rate	  the	  truth	  of	  each	  statement	  as	  it	  applies	  to	  you.	  	  Use	  the	  following	  rating	  scale	  to	  make	  your	  choices.	  	  	  	   	   1	   2	   3	   4	   	   	   5	  	  
	  
never	  true	  
very	  seldom	  true	  
seldom	  true	  
sometimes	  
true	  
frequently	  
true	   almost	  
always	  true	  
always	  true	  1	   I	  continue	  to	  eat	  a	  healthy	  diet,	  even	  when	  I	  have	  the	  desire	  to	  overeat	  or	  make	  poor	  eating	  choices.	   	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	   6	   7	  2	   It’s	  OK	  to	  experience	  cravings	  and	  urges	  to	  overeat,	  because	  I	  don’t	  have	  to	  listen	  to	  them.	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	   6	   7	  3	   It’s	  not	  necessary	  for	  me	  to	  control	  my	  food	  urges	  in	  order	  to	  control	  my	  eating.	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	   6	   7	  4	   I	  need	  to	  concentrate	  on	  getting	  rid	  of	  my	  urges	  to	  eat	  unhealthily.	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	   6	   7	  5	   I	  don’t	  have	  to	  overeat,	  even	  when	  I	  feel	  like	  I	  want	  to	  overeat.	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	   6	   7	  6	   Controlling	  my	  urges	  to	  eat	  unhealthily	  is	  just	  as	  important	  as	  controlling	  my	  eating.	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	   6	   7	  7	   My	  thoughts	  and	  feelings	  about	  food	  must	  change	  before	  I	  can	  make	  changes	  in	  my	  eating.	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	   6	   7	  8	   Despite	  my	  cravings	  for	  unhealthy	  foods,	  I	  continue	  to	  eat	  healthily.	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	   6	   7	  9	   Before	  I	  can	  make	  any	  important	  dietary	  changes,	  I	  have	  to	  get	  some	  control	  over	  my	  food	  urges.	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	   6	   7	  10	   Even	  if	  I	  have	  the	  desire	  to	  eat	  something	  unhealthy,	  I	  can	  still	  eat	  healthily.	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	   6	   7	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 PHL-­‐MS	  	  Subject	  ID:	  _____	  Date:_____	  	  
Instructions:	  	  Please	  circle	  how	  often	  you	  experienced	  each	  of	  the	  following	  statements	  	  
	   within	  the	  past	  week.	  	  	  	  	  1.	  	  I	  am	  aware	  of	  what	  thoughts	  are	  passing	  through	  my	  mind.	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	  	  	  2.	  	  I	  try	  to	  distract	  myself	  when	  I	  feel	  unpleasant	  emotions.	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	  	  3.	  	  When	  talking	  with	  other	  people,	  I	  am	  aware	  of	  their	  facial	  and	  body	  expressions.	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	  	  4.	  	  There	  are	  aspects	  of	  myself	  I	  don’t	  want	  to	  think	  about.	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	  	  	  5.	  	  When	  I	  shower,	  I	  am	  aware	  of	  how	  the	  water	  is	  running	  over	  my	  body.	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	  	  	  6.	  	  I	  try	  to	  stay	  busy	  to	  keep	  thoughts	  or	  feelings	  from	  coming	  to	  mind.	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	  	  	  7.	  	  When	  I	  am	  startled,	  I	  notice	  what	  is	  going	  on	  inside	  my	  body.	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	  	  	  
8.  I wish I could control my emotions more easily. 
 	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	  	  9.	  	  When	  I	  walk	  outside,	  I	  am	  aware	  of	  smells	  or	  how	  the	  air	  feels	  against	  my	  face.	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	  	  10.	  	  I	  tell	  myself	  that	  I	  shouldn’t	  have	  certain	  thoughts.	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	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 11.	  	  When	  someone	  asks	  how	  I	  am	  feeling,	  I	  can	  identify	  my	  emotions	  easily.	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	  	  	  12.	  	  There	  are	  things	  I	  try	  not	  to	  think	  about.	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	  	  	  13.	  	  I	  am	  aware	  of	  thoughts	  I’m	  having	  when	  my	  mood	  changes.	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	  	  	  
14.  I tell myself that I shouldn’t feel sad. 
 	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	  	  	  15.	  	  I	  notice	  changes	  inside	  my	  body,	  like	  my	  heart	  beating	  faster	  or	  my	  muscles	  getting	  tense.	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	  	  	  
16.  If there is something I don’t want to think about, I’ll try many things to get it out of my mind. 
 	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	  	  	  17.	  	  Whenever	  my	  emotions	  change,	  I	  am	  conscious	  of	  them	  immediately.	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	  18.	  	  I	  try	  to	  put	  my	  problems	  out	  of	  mind.	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	  	  	  19.	  	  When	  talking	  with	  other	  people,	  I	  am	  aware	  of	  the	  emotions	  I	  am	  experiencing.	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	  	  	  20.	  	  When	  I	  have	  a	  bad	  memory,	  I	  try	  to	  distract	  myself	  to	  make	  it	  go	  away.	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Never	   Rarely	   Sometimes	   Often	   Very	  Often	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 Drexel	  Defusion	  Scale	  (DDS)	  	  Subject	  ID:	  _____	  Date:_____	  
	  
	  
Defusion	  is	  a	  term	  used	  by	  psychologists	  to	  describe	  a	  state	  of	  achieving	  distance	  from	  internal	  experiences	  such	  as	  thoughts	  and	  feelings.	  	  Suppose	  you	  put	  your	  hands	  over	  your	  face	  and	  someone	  asks	  you,	  “What	  do	  hands	  look	  like?”	  	  You	  might	  answer,	  “They	  are	  all	  dark.”	  	  If	  you	  held	  your	  hands	  out	  a	  few	  inches	  away,	  you	  might	  add,	  “they	  have	  fingers	  and	  lines	  in	  them.”	  In	  a	  similar	  way,	  getting	  some	  distance	  from	  your	  thoughts	  allows	  you	  to	  see	  them	  for	  what	  they	  are.	  	  The	  point	  is	  to	  notice	  the	  process	  of	  thinking	  as	  it	  happens	  rather	  than	  only	  noticing	  the	  results	  of	  that	  process,	  in	  other	  words,	  your	  thoughts.	  	  When	  you	  think	  a	  thought,	  it	  “colors”	  your	  world.	  	  When	  you	  see	  a	  thought	  from	  a	  distance,	  you	  can	  still	  see	  how	  it	  “colors”	  your	  world	  (you	  understand	  what	  it	  means),	  but	  you	  also	  see	  that	  you	  are	  doing	  the	  “coloring.”	  	  It	  would	  be	  as	  if	  you	  always	  wore	  yellow	  sunglasses	  and	  forgot	  you	  were	  wearing	  them.	  	  Defusion	  is	  like	  taking	  off	  your	  glasses	  and	  holding	  them	  several	  inches	  away	  from	  your	  face;	  then	  you	  can	  see	  how	  they	  make	  the	  world	  appear	  to	  be	  yellow	  instead	  of	  only	  seeing	  the	  yellow	  world.	  	  Similarly,	  when	  you	  are	  defused	  from	  an	  emotion	  you	  can	  see	  yourself	  having	  the	  emotion,	  rather	  than	  simply	  being	  in	  it.	  	  When	  you	  are	  defused	  from	  a	  craving	  or	  a	  sensation	  of	  pain,	  you	  don’t	  just	  experience	  the	  craving	  or	  pain,	  you	  see	  yourself	  having	  them.	  	  Defusion	  allows	  you	  to	  see	  thoughts,	  feelings,	  cravings,	  and	  pain	  as	  simply	  processes	  taking	  place	  in	  your	  brain.	  	  The	  more	  defused	  you	  are	  from	  thoughts	  or	  feelings,	  the	  less	  automatically	  you	  act	  on	  them.	  	  For	  example,	  you	  may	  do	  something	  embarrassing	  and	  have	  the	  thought	  “I’m	  such	  an	  idiot.”	  	  If	  you	  are	  able	  to	  defuse	  from	  this	  thought,	  you	  will	  be	  able	  to	  see	  it	  as	  just	  a	  thought.	  	  In	  other	  words	  you	  can	  see	  that	  the	  thought	  is	  something	  in	  your	  mind	  that	  may	  or	  may	  not	  be	  true.	  	  If	  you	  are	  not	  able	  to	  defuse,	  you	  would	  take	  the	  thought	  as	  literally	  true,	  and	  your	  feelings	  and	  actions	  would	  automatically	  be	  impacted	  by	  the	  thought.	  	  
Based	  on	  the	  definition	  of	  defusion	  above,	  please	  rate	  each	  scenario	  according	  to	  the	  extent	  to	  which	  you	  would	  normally	  be	  in	  a	  state	  of	  defusion	  in	  the	  specified	  situation.	  	  You	  may	  want	  to	  read	  through	  all	  the	  examples	  before	  beginning	  to	  respond	  to	  the	  questions.	  	  (Important:	  you	  are	  not	  being	  asked	  about	  the	  degree	  to	  which	  you	  would	  think	  certain	  thoughts	  or	  feel	  a	  certain	  way,	  but	  the	  degree	  to	  which	  you	  would	  defuse	  if	  you	  did.)	  
(0)	   (1)	   (2)	   (3)	   (4)	   (5)	  
N
ot	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  all	  
A	  little	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M
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  a	  lot	  
Very	  m
uch	  
1	   	  Feelings	  of	  Anger.	  	  You	  become	  angry	  when	  someone	  takes	  your	  place	  in	  a	  long	  line.	  	  To	  what	  extent	  would	  you	  normally	  be	  able	  to	  defuse	  from	  feelings	  of	  anger?	  	   	   	   	   	   	   	  2	   	  Cravings	  for	  Food.	  	  You	  see	  your	  favorite	  food	  and	  have	  the	  urge	  to	  eat	  it.	  	  To	  what	  extent	  would	  you	  normally	  be	  able	  to	  defuse	  from	  cravings	  for	  food?	   	   	   	   	   	   	  3	   	  Physical	  Pain.	  	  Imagine	  that	  you	  bang	  your	  knee	  on	  a	  table	  leg.	  	  To	  what	  extent	  would	  you	  normally	  be	  able	  to	  defuse	  from	  physical	  pain?	   	   	   	   	   	   	  4	   	  Anxious	  Thoughts.	  	  Things	  have	  not	  been	  going	  well	  at	  school	  or	  at	  your	  job,	  and	  work	  just	  keeps	  piling	  up.	  	  To	  what	  extent	  would	  you	  normally	  be	  able	  to	  defuse	  from	  anxious	  thoughts	  like	  “I’ll	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 never	  get	  this	  done.”?	  
5	   	  Thoughts	  of	  self.	  	  Imagine	  you	  are	  having	  a	  thought	  such	  as	  “no	  one	  likes	  me.”	  	  To	  what	  extent	  would	  you	  normally	  be	  able	  to	  defuse	  from	  negative	  thoughts	  about	  yourself?	   	   	   	   	   	   	  
6	   	  Thoughts	  of	  Hopelessness.	  	  You	  are	  feeling	  sad	  and	  stuck	  in	  a	  difficult	  situation	  that	  has	  no	  obvious	  end	  in	  sight.	  	  You	  experience	  thoughts	  such	  as	  “Things	  will	  never	  get	  any	  better.”	  	  To	  what	  extent	  would	  you	  normally	  be	  able	  to	  defuse	  from	  thoughts	  of	  hopelessness?	   	   	   	   	   	   	  
7	   	  Thoughts	  about	  motivation	  or	  ability.	  	  Imagine	  you	  are	  having	  a	  thought	  such	  as	  “I	  can’t	  do	  this”	  or	  “I	  just	  can’t	  get	  started.”	  	  To	  what	  extent	  would	  you	  normally	  be	  able	  to	  defuse	  from	  thoughts	  about	  motivation	  or	  ability?	   	   	   	   	   	   	  
8	   	  Thoughts	  about	  Your	  Future.	  	  Imagine	  you	  are	  having	  thoughts	  like,	  “I’ll	  never	  make	  it”	  or	  “I	  have	  no	  future.”	  	  To	  what	  extent	  would	  you	  normally	  be	  able	  to	  defuse	  from	  thoughts	  about	  your	  future?	   	   	   	   	   	   	  
9	   	  Sensations	  of	  Fear.	  	  You	  are	  about	  to	  give	  a	  presentation	  to	  a	  large	  group.	  As	  you	  sit	  waiting	  your	  turn,	  you	  start	  to	  notice	  your	  heart	  racing,	  butterflies	  in	  your	  stomach,	  and	  your	  hands	  trembling.	  	  To	  what	  extent	  would	  you	  normally	  be	  able	  to	  defuse	  from	  sensations	  of	  fear?	   	   	   	   	   	   	  
10	  	  Feelings	  of	  Sadness.	  	  Imagine	  that	  you	  lose	  out	  on	  something	  you	  really	  wanted.	  	  You	  have	  feelings	  of	  sadness.	  	  To	  	  what	  extent	  would	  you	  normally	  be	  able	  to	  defuse	  from	  feelings	  of	  sadness?	   	   	   	   	   	   	  
11	  	  Anxiety	  About	  Group	  Social	  Situations.	  You	  are	  preparing	  to	  go	  to	  a	  party	  and	  experience	  thoughts	  such	  as	  "I	  won't	  make	  a	  good	  impression"	  and	  "I	  won't	  be	  able	  to	  start	  and	  maintain	  conversations."	  To	  what	  extent	  would	  you	  normally	  be	  able	  to	  defuse	  from	  anxious	  thoughts	  about	  a	  group	  social	  situation?	   	   	   	   	   	   	  
12	  	  Anxiety	  About	  One-­‐on-­‐One	  Interpersonal	  Situations.	  You	  find	  yourself	  alone	  with	  a	  coworker	  or	  classmate	  whom	  you	  don't	  know	  well.	  This	  person	  says	  hello,	  and	  looks	  as	  if	  he	  or	  she	  want	  to	  talk.	  You	  experience	  thoughts	  such	  as	  "I	  won't	  have	  anything	  to	  say"	  and	  symptoms	  of	  anxiety	  such	  as	  a	  racing	  heart	  and	  flushing.	  	  To	  what	  extent	  would	  you	  normally	  be	  able	  to	  defuse	  from	  such	  anxious	  thoughts	  and	  feelings	  in	  one-­‐on-­‐one	  interpersonal	  situations?	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   THREE-­‐FACTOR	  EATING	  QUESTIONNAIRE	  PART	  I	  	  Read	  each	  of	  the	  following	  statements	  carefully.	  	  If	  you	  agree	  with	  the	  statement,	  or	  feel	  that	  it	  is	  true	  as	  applied	  to	  you,	  fill	  in	  the	  “A”	  on	  the	  scantron	  form	  next	  to	  the	  corresponding	  number.	  	  If	  you	  disagree	  with	  the	  statement,	  or	  feel	  that	  it	  is	  false	  as	  applied	  to	  you,	  fill	  in	  the	  “B”	  on	  the	  scantron	  form	  next	  to	  the	  corresponding	  number.	  	  Be	  certain	  to	  answer	  each	  question.	  	  	  Remember	   A	  =	  True	  B	  =	  False	  	  1.	  	  When	  I	  smell	  a	  sizzling	  steak	  or	  see	  a	  juicy	  piece	  of	  meat,	  I	  find	  it	  very	  difficult	  to	  keep	  from	  eating,	  even	  if	  I	  have	  just	  finished	  a	  meal.	  	  	  	  	  	  	  2.	  	  I	  usually	  eat	  too	  much	  at	  social	  occasions,	  like	  parties	  and	  picnics.	  	  	  	  	  	  	   	  3.	  	  When	  I	  have	  eaten	  my	  quota	  of	  calories,	  I	  am	  usually	  good	  about	  not	  eating	  any	  more.	  	  	  	  	  	  4.	  	  I	  deliberately	  take	  small	  helpings	  as	  a	  means	  of	  controlling	  my	  weight.	  	  	  	  	  	  	  5.	  	  Sometimes	  things	  just	  taste	  so	  good	  that	  I	  keep	  on	  eating	  even	  when	  I	  am	  no	  longer	  hungry.	  	  	  	   	  	  6.	  	  When	  I	  feel	  anxious,	  I	  find	  myself	  eating.	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  7.	  	  Life	  is	  too	  short	  to	  worry	  about	  dieting.	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  8.	  	  Since	  my	  weight	  goes	  up	  and	  down,	  I	  have	  gone	  on	  reducing	  diets	  more	  than	  once.	   	  	  9.	  	  When	  I	  am	  with	  someone	  who	  is	  overeating,	  I	  usually	  overeat	  too.	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	   	  	  	  	  	  10.	  	  I	  have	  a	  pretty	  good	  idea	  of	  the	  number	  of	  calories	  in	  common	  foods.	  	  	  	  	  	  	   	  11.	  	  Sometimes	  when	  I	  start	  eating,	  I	  just	  can’t	  seem	  to	  stop.	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  12.	  	  It	  is	  not	  difficult	  for	  me	  to	  leave	  something	  on	  my	  plate.	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  13.	  	  While	  on	  a	  diet,	  if	  I	  eat	  a	  food	  that	  is	  not	  allowed,	  I	  consciously	  eat	  less	  for	  a	  period	  of	  time	  to	  make	  up	  for	  it.	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  14.	  	  When	  I	  feel	  blue,	  I	  often	  overeat.	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  15.	  	  I	  enjoy	  eating	  too	  much	  to	  spoil	  it	  by	  counting	  calories	  or	  watching	  my	  weight.	  	   	   	  16.	  	  I	  often	  stop	  eating	  when	  I	  am	  not	  really	  full	  as	  a	  conscious	  means	  of	  limiting	  the	  amount	  that	  I	  eat.	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  17.	  	  My	  weight	  has	  hardly	  changed	  at	  all	  in	  the	  last	  ten	  years.	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  18.	  	  When	  I	  feel	  lonely,	  I	  console	  myself	  by	  eating.	  	  	  	  	  	  	  19.	  	  I	  consciously	  hold	  back	  at	  meals	  in	  order	  not	  to	  gain	  weight.	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  20.	  	  I	  eat	  anything	  I	  want,	  any	  time	  I	  want.	  	  	  	  	  21.	  	  Without	  even	  thinking	  about	  it,	  I	  take	  a	  long	  time	  to	  eat.	  	  	  	  	  A	  =	  True	  B	  =	  False	  	  22.	  	  I	  count	  calories	  as	  a	  conscious	  means	  of	  controlling	  my	  weight.	  	  23.	  	  I	  do	  not	  eat	  some	  foods	  because	  they	  make	  me	  fat.	  	  	  	  	  	  24.	  	  I	  pay	  a	  great	  deal	  of	  attention	  to	  changes	  in	  my	  figure.	  	  	  	  	  	  	  25.	  	  While	  on	  a	  diet,	  if	  I	  eat	  a	  food	  that	  is	  not	  allowed,	  I	  often	  then	  splurge	  and	  eat	  other	  high	  calorie	  foods.	  	  	  26.	  	  If	  I	  eat	  a	  little	  bit	  more	  on	  one	  day,	  I	  make	  up	  for	  it	  the	  next	  day.	  	  27.	  	  I	  pay	  attention	  to	  my	  figure,	  but	  I	  still	  enjoy	  a	  variety	  of	  foods.	  	  28.	  	  I	  prefer	  light	  foods	  that	  are	  not	  fattening.	  	  29.	  	  If	  I	  eat	  a	  little	  bit	  more	  during	  one	  meal,	  I	  make	  up	  for	  it	  at	  the	  next	  meal.	  	  30.	  	  I	  eat	  diet	  foods,	  even	  if	  they	  do	  not	  taste	  very	  good.	  	  31.	  	  A	  diet	  would	  be	  too	  boring	  a	  way	  for	  me	  to	  lose	  weight.	  	  32.	  	  I	  would	  rather	  skip	  a	  meal	  than	  stop	  in	  the	  middle	  of	  one.	  	  33.	  	  I	  alternate	  between	  times	  when	  I	  diet	  strictly	  and	  times	  when	  I	  don’t	  pay	  much	  attention	  to	  what	  and	  how	  much	  I	  eat.	  	  34.	  	  Sometimes	  I	  skip	  meals	  to	  avoid	  gaining	  weight.	  	  35.	  	  I	  avoid	  some	  foods	  on	  principle	  even	  though	  I	  like	  them.	  	  	  36.	  	  I	  try	  to	  stick	  to	  a	  plan	  when	  I	  lose	  weight.	  	  	  37.	  	  Without	  a	  diet	  plan	  I	  wouldn’t	  know	  how	  to	  control	  my	  weight.	  	  38.	  	  Quick	  success	  is	  most	  important	  for	  me	  during	  a	  diet.	  	  PART	  II	  	  Each	  question	  in	  this	  section	  is	  followed	  by	  a	  number	  of	  answer	  options.	  	  After	  reading	  each	  question	  carefully,	  fill	  in	  the	  letter	  on	  the	  scantron	  form	  that	  corresponds	  to	  the	  option	  which	  most	  applies	  to	  you.	  	  Be	  certain	  to	  answer	  all	  questions.	  	  	  	  39.	   How	  often	  are	  you	  dieting	  in	  a	  conscious	  effort	  to	  control	  your	  weight?	  a	   rarely	  b	   sometimes	  c	   usually	  d	   always	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 40.	  	  	   Would	  a	  weight	  fluctuation	  of	  5	  lbs.	  affect	  the	  way	  you	  live	  your	  life?	  	   a	   not	  at	  all	  b	   slightly	  c	   moderately	  d	   very	  much	  	  	  41.	   Do	  your	  feelings	  of	  guilt	  about	  overeating	  help	  you	  to	  control	  your	  food	  intake?	  	   a	  	   never	  b	   rarely	  c	   often	  d	   always	  	  	   	  42.	   How	  conscious	  are	  you	  of	  what	  you	  are	  eating?	  	   a	   not	  at	  all	  b	   slightly	  c	   moderately	  d	   extremely	  	   	  	  43.	   How	  frequently	  do	  you	  avoid	  “stocking	  up”	  on	  tempting	  foods?	  	   	  a	   almost	  never	  b	   seldom	  c	   usually	  d	   almost	  always	  	  44.	   How	  likely	  are	  you	  to	  shop	  for	  low	  calorie	  foods?	  	   a	   unlikely	  b	   slightly	  likely	  c	   moderately	  likely	  d	   very	  likely	  	  45.	   Do	  you	  eat	  sensibly	  in	  front	  of	  others	  and	  splurge	  alone?	  	  	   	  a	   never	  b	   rarely	  c	   often	  d	   always	  	  46.	   How	  likely	  are	  you	  to	  consciously	  eat	  slowly	  in	  order	  to	  cut	  down	  on	  how	  much	  you	  eat?	  	   	  a	  	   unlikely	  	  	  b	   slightly	  likely	  c	   moderately	  likely	  d	   very	  likely	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 47.	   How	  likely	  are	  you	  to	  consciously	  eat	  less	  than	  you	  want?	  	   	   	   	  	   a	   unlikely	  b	   slightly	  likely	  c	   moderately	  likely	  d	   very	  likely	  	  	  48.	   Do	  you	  go	  on	  eating	  binges	  even	  though	  you	  are	  not	  hungry?	  	   	   	  a	   never	  b	   rarely	  c	   sometimes	  d	   at	  least	  once	  a	  week	  	  49.	   Do	  you	  deliberately	  restrict	  your	  intake	  during	  meals	  even	  though	  you	  would	  like	  to	  eat	  more?	  	  	   a	   never	  	   b	   rarely	  	   c	   often	  	   d	   always	  	  	  50.	   To	  what	  extent	  does	  this	  statement	  describe	  your	  eating	  behavior?	  	  “I	  start	  dieting	  in	  the	  morning,	  but	  because	  of	  any	  number	  of	  things	  that	  happen	  during	  the	  day,	  by	  evening	  I	  have	  given	  up	  and	  eat	  what	  I	  want,	  promising	  myself	  to	  start	  dieting	  again	  tomorrow.”	  	  	   a	   not	  like	  me	  b	   little	  like	  me	  c	   pretty	  good	  description	  of	  me	  d	   describes	  me	  perfectly	  	  51.	   On	  a	  scale	  of	  1	  to	  5,	  where	  1	  means	  no	  restraint	  in	  eating	  (eat	  whatever	  you	  want,	  whenever	  you	  want	  it)	  and	  5	  means	  total	  restraint	  (usually	  or	  constantly	  limiting	  food	  intake	  and	  rarely	  or	  never	  “giving	  in”),	  what	  number	  would	  you	  give	  yourself?	  	   a	   eat	  whatever	  you	  want,	  whenever	  you	  want	  it	  b	  	   usually	  eat	  whatever	  you	  want,	  whenever	  you	  want	  it	  c	  	   often	  eat	  whatever	  you	  want,	  whenever	  you	  want	  it	  d	  	   often	  limit	  food	  intake,	  but	  often	  “give	  in”	  e	  	   usually	  or	  constantly	  limit	  food	  intake,	  rarely	  or	  never	  “give	  in”	  	  	   	  
  103       
 Emotional	  Eating	  Scale	  	  We	  all	  respond	  to	  different	  emotions	  in	  different	  ways.	  Some	  types	  of	  feelings	  lead	  people	  to	  experience	  an	  urge	  to	  eat.	  Please	  indicate	  the	  extent	  to	  which	  the	  following	  feelings	  lead	  you	  to	  feel	  an	  urge	  to	  eat	  by	  checking	  the	  appropriate	  box.	  	  	  	  	   No	  Desire	  to	  Eat	   A	  Small	  Desire	  to	  Eat	   A	  Moderate	  Desire	  to	  Eat	   A	  Strong	  Urge	  to	  Eat	   An	  Overwhelming	  Urge	  to	  Eat	  Resentful	   	   	   	   	   	  Discouraged	   	   	   	   	   	  Shaky	   	   	   	   	   	  Worn	  Out	   	   	   	   	   	  Inadequate	   	   	   	   	   	  Excited	   	   	   	   	   	  Rebellious	   	   	   	   	   	  Blue	   	   	   	   	   	  Jittery	   	   	   	   	   	  Sad	   	   	   	   	   	  Uneasy	   	   	   	   	   	  Irritated	   	   	   	   	   	  Jealous	   	   	   	   	   	  Worried	   	   	   	   	   	  Frustrated	   	   	   	   	   	  Lonely	   	   	   	   	   	  Furious	   	   	   	   	   	  On	  edge	   	   	   	   	   	  Confused	   	   	   	   	   	  Nervous	  	   	   	   	   	   	  Angry	   	   	   	   	   	  Guilty	   	   	   	   	   	  Bored	   	   	   	   	   	  Helpless	   	   	   	   	   	  Upset	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Eating Disorder Examination Questionnaire (EDE-Q 6.0) 
 
The following questions are concerned with the past four weeks (28 
days) only. Please read each question carefully. Please answer all 
questions. Thank you. 
 
Questions 1 to 12: Please select the appropriate response for each question. Remember that the 
questions only refer to the past four weeks (28 days).  
 
On how many of the past 28 days... No days 
1-5 
days 
6 -12 
days 
13-15 
days 
16-22 
days 
23-27 
days 
Every 
day 
1. ...have you been deliberately trying to limit the 
amount of food you eat to influence your shape or 
weight (whether or not you have succeeded)? 
       
2. ...have you gone for long periods of time (8 
waking hours or more) without eating anything at all 
in order to influence your weight or shape? 
       
3. ...have you tried to exclude from your diet any 
foods that you like in order to influence your shape 
or weight (whether or not you have succeeded)? 
       
4. ...have you tried to follow definite rules regarding 
your eating (for example, a calorie limit) in order to 
influence your shape or weight (whether or not you 
have succeeded)? 
       
5. ...have you had a definite desire to have an 
empty stomach with the aim of influencing your 
shape or weight? 
       
6. ...have you had a definite desire to have a totally 
flat stomach?        
7. ...has thinking about food, eating, or calories 
made it very difficult to concentrate on things you 
are interested in (for example, working, following a 
conversation, or reading)? 
       
8. ...has thinking about shape or weight made it 
very difficult to concentrate on things you are 
interested in (for example, working, following a 
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On how many of the past 28 days... No days 
1-5 
days 
6 -12 
days 
13-15 
days 
16-22 
days 
23-27 
days 
Every 
day 
conversation, or reading)? 
9. ...have you had a definite fear of losing control 
over eating?        
10. ...have you had a definite fear that you might 
gain weight?        
11. ...have you felt fat? 
       
12. ...have you had a strong desire to lose weight? 
       
 
Questions 13-18: Please fill in the appropriate number in the boxes to the right. Remember that 
the questions only refer to the past four weeks (28 days).  
 
Over the past four week (28 days)... 
 
13. Over the past 28 days, how many times have you eaten what other people 
would regard as an unusually large amount of food (given the circumstances)?   
14. ...On how many of these times did you have a sense of having lost control over 
your eating (at the time that you were eating)?   
15. Over the past 28 days, on how many DAYS have such episodes of overeating 
occurred (i.e., you have eaten an unusually large amount of food AND have had a 
sense of loss of control at the time)?  
 
16. Over the past 28 days, how many times have you made yourself sick (vomit) as 
a means of controlling your shape or weight?   
17. Over the past 28 days, how many times have you taken laxatives as a means 
of controlling your shape or weight?   
18. Over the past 28 days, how many times have you exercised in a "driven" or 
"compulsive" way as a means of controlling your weight, shape, or amount of fat or 
to burn off calories?  
 
 
Questions 19 to 21: Please select the appropriate response for each question. Please note that 
for these questions, the term "binge eating" means eating what others would regard as an 
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unusally large amount of food for the circumstances, accompanied by a sense of having lost 
control over eating.  
 
 
No 
days 
1-5 
days 
6-12 
days 
13-15 
days 
16-22 
days 
23-27 
days 
Every 
day 
19. Over the past 28 days, on how many days 
have you eaten in secret (i.e., furtively)? [Do not 
count episodes of binge eating] 
       
 
None 
of the 
times 
A few 
of the 
times 
Less 
than 
half 
Half of 
the 
times 
More 
than 
half 
Most 
of the 
time 
Every 
time 
20. On what proportion of the times that you 
have eaten have you felt guilty (felt that 
you've done wrong) because of its effect on 
your shape or weight? [Do not count 
episodes of binge eating] 
       
 
0 
(Not 
at 
all) 
1 
(Slightly) 
2 
(Slightly) 
3 
(Moderately) 
4 
(Moderately) 
5 
(Markedly) 
6 
(Markedly) 
21. Over the past 28 
days, how concerned 
have you been about 
other people seeing you 
eat? [Do not count 
episodes of binge 
eating] 
       
 
Questions 22 to 28: Please select the appropriate response to the right. Remember that the 
questions only refer to the past four weeks (28 days).  
 
Over the past 28 days... 
0 
(Not 
at 
all) 
1 
(Slightly) 
2 
(Slightly) 
3 
(Moderately) 
4 
(Moderately) 
5 
(Markedly) 
6 
(Markedly) 
22. ...has your weight 
influenced how you think 
about (judge) yourself as 
a person? 
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Over the past 28 days... 
0 
(Not 
at 
all) 
1 
(Slightly) 
2 
(Slightly) 
3 
(Moderately) 
4 
(Moderately) 
5 
(Markedly) 
6 
(Markedly) 
23. ...has your shape 
influenced how you think 
(judge) yourself as a 
person? 
       
24. ...how much would it 
have upset you if you 
had been asked to weigh 
yourself once a week (no 
more, or less often) for 
the next four weeks? 
       
25. ...how dissatisfied 
have you been with your 
weight? 
       
26. ...have you been 
dissatisfied with your 
shape? 
       
27. ...how uncomfortable 
have you felt seeing your 
body (for example, 
seeing your shape in the 
mirror, in a shop window 
reflection, while 
undressing, or taking a 
bath or shower? 
       
28. ...how uncomfortable 
have you felt about 
others seeing your 
shape or figure (for 
example, in communal 
changing rooms, when 
swimming, or wearing 
tight clothes)? 
       
 
What is your weight at present? (Please give your best estimate)  
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What is your height? (Please give your best estimate)  
 
If female: Over the past 3 to 4 months, have you missed any menstrual periods?  
 
If female: If so, how many?  
 
If female: Have you been taking the "pill"?  
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Physical Activity Acceptance Questionnaire 
Below you will find a list of statements.  Please rate the truth of each statement as it 
applies to you.  Use the following rating scale to make your choices:  1	   2	   3	   4	   5	   6	   7	  Never	  true	   Very	  seldom	  true	   Seldom	  true	   Sometimes	  true	   Frequently	  true	   Almost	  always	  true	   Always	  true	  
 
1.  I need to concentrate on getting rid of my urges to stop exercising or put off exercise.  
2.  My thoughts and feelings about physical activity must change before I can make 
changes in my exercise. 
3. Even if I have the desire to stop while I am exercising, I can still follow my exercise 
plan. 
4. If I have the thought "exercising today won't be enjoyable," it derails me from my 
exercise plan. 
5.  I will have better control over my exercise routine if I can control my negative 
thoughts about exercise.  
6.  I avoid exercising if it is going to make me feel physically uncomfortable, bored, or 
pressed for time. 
7. I am committing to being physically active no matter what feels uncomfortable or 
challenging about that. 
8. It is okay to experience discomfort (e.g., fatigue, boredom, sweating) while I am 
exercising. 
9.  I can keep my commitment to physical activity even when I get busy with other 
responsibilities (e.g., school, work, family). 
10.  When I start to feel out of breath or tired during exercise I find a way to keep going. 	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 Grazing	  Questionnaire	  	  1.	  Over	  the	  past	  2	  weeks,	  were	  there	  times	  when	  you	  ate	  small	  amounts	  of	  food	  continuously	  over	  an	  extended	  period	  of	  time?	  	  (circle	  one)	  	  YES/NO	  
If	  YES,	  continue	  to	  questions	  2-­‐5.	  	  2.	  Over	  the	  past	  2	  weeks,	  to	  what	  extent	  did	  you	  eat	  small	  amounts	  of	  food	  continuously	  over	  an	  extended	  period	  of	  time?	  (circle	  one)	  Never	   	   Rarely	  Sometimes	   	   Often	   	   Always	  2.	  Over	  the	  past	  2	  weeks,	  on	  how	  many	  days	  did	  you	  consume	  small	  amounts	  of	  food	  continuously	  over	  an	  extended	  period	  of	  time?	  	  _____	  days	  	  3.	  Over	  the	  past	  2	  weeks,	  how	  long	  did	  the	  consumption	  of	  small	  amounts	  of	  food	  typically	  last?	  	  ____hours	  	  	  	  	  ____minutes	  4.	  Over	  the	  past	  2	  weeks,	  when	  eating	  small	  amounts	  over	  an	  extended	  period	  of	  time,	  did	  you	  typically	  eat	  more	  than	  you	  would	  consider	  best	  for	  you?	  (circle	  one)	  YES/NO	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 Treatment	  Acceptability	  Questionnaire	  	  Please	  rate	  your	  reaction	  to	  your	  experience	  of	  treatment.	  	  Indicate	  your	  rating	  by	  circling	  the	  appropriate	  number.	  	  	  1.	  Overall,	  how	  helpful	  did	  you	  find	  the	  strategies	  for	  responding	  to	  urges	  or	  desires	  pushing	  you	  to	  make	  unhealthy	  choices	  (e.g.,	  acceptance,	  willingness,	  and	  defusion)	  in	  helping	  you	  maintain	  or	  lose	  weight?	  	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Not	  at	  all	   	   Somewhat	   	   	  	  	  Very	  	  2.	  How	  helpful	  did	  you	  find	  each	  of	  the	  concepts	  in	  helping	  you	  maintain	  or	  lose	  weight:	  	  Acceptance	  	  Not	   	   1	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  2	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  3	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  4	   	   5	  Familiar	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Not	  at	  all	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Somewhat	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Very	  	  Willingness	  	   	  Not	   	   1	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  2	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  3	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  4	   	   5	  Familiar	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Not	  at	  all	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Somewhat	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Very	  	  Values	  	  	  Not	   	   1	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  2	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  3	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  4	   	   5	  Familiar	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Not	  at	  all	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Somewhat	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Very	  	  Defusion	  	  Not	   	   1	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  2	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  3	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  4	   	   5	  Familiar	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Not	  at	  all	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Somewhat	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Very	  	  Mindful-­‐decision	  making	  	  Not	   	   1	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  2	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  3	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  4	   	   5	  Familiar	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Not	  at	  all	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Somewhat	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Very	  	  Behavioral	  flexibility	  (e.g.,	  pattern	  smashing)	  	  Not	   	   1	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  2	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  3	   	  	  	  	  	  	  	  4	   	   5	  Familiar	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Not	  at	  all	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Somewhat	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Very	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  3.	  How	  satisfied	  were	  you	  with	  the	  approach	  we	  used	  to	  help	  you	  maintain	  or	  lose	  weight?	  	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Not	  at	  all	   	   Somewhat	   	   	  	  	  Very	  	  4.	  How	  confident	  would	  you	  be	  in	  recommending	  this	  treatment	  to	  a	  friend	  who	  was	  struggling	  with	  post-­‐bariatric	  surgery	  weight	  regain?	  	  	  	  	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  	   Not	  at	  all	   	   Somewhat	   	   	  	  	  Very	  	  	  5.	  Please	  describe	  what	  part	  of	  the	  intervention	  you	  found	  to	  be	  the	  most	  helpful:	  	  	  
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________  
 6.	  Please	  describe	  what	  part	  of	  the	  intervention	  you	  found	  to	  be	  the	  least	  helpful:	  
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________  	  7.	  Please	  include	  any	  additional	  feedback	  or	  suggestions	  that	  you	  think	  would	  be	  helpful	  for	  the	  researchers	  in	  developing	  future	  group	  interventions	  for	  post-­‐bariatric	  surgery	  patients:	  	  
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________  
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